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Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  F— AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL  OPERATING  RULES  [NEW] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  5016;  Arndt.  373] 

PART  97 — STANDARD  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES  [NEW] 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  amendments  to  the  standard  instrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  adopted  to  become  effective 
when  indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  amended  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classifi¬ 
cation  now  in  effect  for  the  airports  specified  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  the  users,  the  complete  procedure  is  republished 
in  this  amendment  indicating  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within  less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  5662) ,  Part  97  [New] 
(14  CFR  Part  97  [New])  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  the  following  automatic  direction  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(b)  to  read: 

ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  fcr  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Mlnimnm 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Augusta  VOR.  _  _  .... 

LOM . 

Direct.^ _  _ 

1800 

1800 

1500 

2000 

2000 

2000 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

#2004* 

600-1*4 

500-1 

800-2 

Augusta  RRn 

LOM 

Direct _ 

C-dn.  __  _ 

Shell  Bluff  Int. 

LOM  (final).. 

Direct _ 

8-dn-35 _ 

Mnliard  Tnt _  _  _  _ _ 

LOM.' 

Direct  . . 

A-cLn _ 

Trenton  Int _ 

LOM. 

Direct..  __ 

Clarice  Tnt  _ 

LOM. 

Direct _ _ 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  168°  Outbnd,  348°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles.  (Nonstandard  due  to  prohibited  area.) 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  348° — 4.8  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.6  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2000'  on  crs  of 
348°  within  16  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left  and  climb  to  2000'  on  308°  crs;  AGS  RBn  within  20  miles. 

Other  change:  Deletes  transition  from  Sardis  Int. 

#300-1  required  on  Runway  8-26. 

MSA:  000°-080°— 2900';  090°-180°— 1900';  180°-270°— 1900';  270°-360°— 2000'. 

City,  Augusta;  State,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  BushField;  Elev.,  145';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident,  AG;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  11;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  10;  Dated, 

14  Dec.  63 


Augusta  VOR ... 

LMM  __  _ 

Direct..  _  .  . 

2000 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

#2004* 

Augusta  RRn  . .  _ .  . 

LMM _ 

Direct . . 

2000 

C-dn. . . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1*4 

Shell  Bluff  Tnt 

LMM  .......  _ 

Direct _ 

2000 

S-dn-17 . 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 

Trenton  Int  .  _ . 

Mid-Town  Tnt*  (final) _ 

Direct _ 

1500 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Mallard  Int _ _  _  _ 

Mid-Town  Tnt*  (final) 

Direct.  __  _ 

1500 

Clarice  Int  _ 

Mid-Town  Tnt*  (final)  ......  _  _  ... 

Direct _ 

1500 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  348°  Outbnd,  168°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles  of  Mid-Town  Int.* 

Minimum  altitude  over  Mid-Town  Int*  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Mid-Town  Int*  to  airport,  168°— 5.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.2  miles  after  passing  Mid-Town  Int,*  or  0.0  mile 
sfter  passing  GS  LMM,  climb  to  2000'  on  crs  of  168°  within  15  miles  of  AGS  LMM  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right  and  climb  to  2000'  on  308°  crs,  AGS  RBn  within  20 
miles. 

*Mid-Town  Int:  348°  crs  from  GS  LMM  and  R-123  AGS  VOR,  or  067°  crs  from  AGS  RBn. 

#300-1  required  on  Runway  8-26. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2900';  090°-180°— 1900';  180°-270°— 1900';  270°-360°— 2000'. 

City,  Augusta;  8tate,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  Bush  Field;  Elev.,  145';  Fac.  Class.,  LMM;  Ident.,  GS;  Procedure  No.  3,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.: 

Dated,  7  Mar.  64 


Binghamton  VOR 

ROM  RRn 

Direct _  _ 

3500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 

Montrose  Int _ 

ROM  RRn  .......... 

Direct _ 

3500 

C-dn* . 

400-1 

600-1 

600-134 

Greene  Int.. 

ROM  RRn 

Direct  ..  . 

3500 

8-dn-34* . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  168°  Outbnd,  338°  Inbnd,  3500'  within  10  miles  of  Binghamton  RBn. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  3500'. 

Crs  and  distance,  BOM  RBn  to  airport,  338°— 6.9  miles;  GM  LMM  to  airport,  338°— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.9  miles  after  passing  BGM  RBn,  climb  to  3500'  on 
crs  of  338°  within  10  miles,  return  to  the  BGM  RBn,  hold  8E,  1-minute  right  turn,  Inbnd  crs,  338°. 

ADF  minimums  premised  on  use  of  both  BGM  RBn  and  LMM.  If  LMM  inoperative  or  not  used,  the  following  ADF  landing  minimums  apply  to  all  aircraft:  S-d — 
oW-l;  S-n— 500-2;  C-d— 600-1*4;  C-n— 500-2. 

City,  Binghamton;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  Name,  Broome  County;  Elev.,  1629';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  BGM;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  7;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  8up. 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  14  July  62 
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ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Peocedom — Continued 


Transition 


Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmnm» 


2-engine  or  less 


More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Course  and 
distance 


Condition 


65  knots  More  than 
or  less  65  knots 


Campbellsville  Int. 


Taylor  County  RBn 


Direct 


500-1 

1000-1 

NA 


Procedure  turn  E  side  of  era,  170°  Outbnd,  350°  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  era,  1900'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  CTC  RBn,  make  climbing  right 
turn  to  2500',  return  to  Taylor  County  RBn,  hold  S,  right  turns,  1-minute,  350°  Inbnd. 

Notes:  1.  New  Hope  VOR  satisfactory  for  use  at  1600'  over  airport.  2.  Communications  through  New  Hope  radio  satisfactory  at  1600'  over  airport. 

City,  Campbellsville;  State,  Ky.;  Airport  Name,  Taylor  County;  Elev.,  905';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  CTC;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eft.  Date,  23  May  64 


Sidney  Int 


Roberts  VOR 
Sidney  Int#.. 
DEC  VOR.. 
Atwood  Int**. 
CMI  VORi.. 
Bement  Int.. 


Direct. 


200 -y2 
600-1)4 
400-1 
800-2 


Direct. 


Atwood  Int 


Direct. 


LOM. . 

LOM . 

LOM . 

CMI  VOR 


Direct. 


Direct. 


Direct. 

Direct. 


Mansfield  Int 


Procedure  turn  N  side  of  ers,  133°  Outbnd,  313°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  ers,  2300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  313°— 5.7  miles. 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.7  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2700'  and  proceed 
to  Mansfield  Int  via  CMI  VOR  R-325  or,  as  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2500'  and  proceed  to  Bement  Int  via  CMI  VOR  R-234. 

Note:  ‘When  weather  is  less  than  400-1  aircraft  departing  Runways  4, 31,  and  36  maintain  runway  track  until  reaching  1500'  due  to  1146'  tower  2.5  miles  NNE. 

M8A:  000°-090°— 2100';  090°-180°— 2000';  180°-270°— 2300';  270°-360,?— 2800'. 

ISidney  Int:  Int  R-060  CMI  VOR  and  R-166  Roberts  VOR. 

••Atwood  Int:  Int  R-180  CMI  VOR  and  R-075  Decatur  VOR. 

City,  Champaign;  8tate,  HI.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Ulinois-Willard;  Elev.,  753';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  CM;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date, 23  May  64 


Columbus  RBn. 


200-4 

500-1H 

500-1 

800-2 


Columbus  VOR. 


Geneva  Int*. 


Marvyn  Int. 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  232°  Outbnd,  052°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  milesf f  LOM.  / 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2100'  ova*  LOM.  • 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  052°— -6.0  miles. 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.0  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2200'  proceed 
to  Geneva  Int*  via  045°  bearing  from  SG  LMM,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2200*,  turn  left  and  return  direct  to  LOM. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 3400';  090°-18C°— 3200';  180°-270°— 1500';  270°-360°— 2200'. 

•Geneva  Int:  Int  CSG  VOR  R-084  and  LGC  VOR  R-138. 

City,  Columbus;  State,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  Muscogee  County;  Elev  ,397';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  CS;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  10;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  9; 

,  Dated,  20  July  63 


200-4 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 


te  VOR. 


LOM. 

LOM 

LOM 

LOM 


Fort  Wa: 

Whitely  ’ _ 

New  Haven  Int. 


Direct. 


Direct. 


Direct. 


Direct. 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  8E  crs,  135°  Outbnd,  315°  Inbnd,  2100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  LOM  on  final  approach  crs,  1900'. 

Crs  and  distance,  LOM  to  approach  end  of  Runway  31, 315°— 3.8  miles. 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2600'  on 
crs  of  315°  and  proceed  to  Whitely  Int  Westbound  on  R-281  FWA  VOR,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2600'  on  315°  crs  and  proceed  direct  to  Wolflake  VOR. 

Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 

Other  changes:  Deletes  transitions  from  Kingsland  Int,  Decatur  Int,  Osborne  Int,  and  Monroe  Int. 

MSA:  000° -270°— 2200';  270°-360*— 2700'. 

City,  Fort  Wayne;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Baer  Field;  Elev.,  801';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  FW;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  10;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  9; 

Dated,  28  Mar.  64 


Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  060°  Outbnd,  240°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'. 

Facility  on  airport.  . . 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  HSB  RBn,  make  climbing  rignt 
turn  to  2500'  and  return  to  RBn. 

Note:  No  weather  service  available. 

Major  change:  Deletes  straight-in  minimums. 

•Texas  Int:  Int  EVV  R-260  and  8AM  R-206. 

City,  Harrisburg  (formerly  Raleigh);  State,  HI.;  Airport  Name,  Harrisburg-Raleigh;  Elev.,  3W;  Fac.  Class.,  MHW  (private);  Ident.,  HSB;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  1;  Eff. 

Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  21  Mar.  64 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  23  MAY  64  OR  UPON  DECOMMISSIONING  OF  FACILITY. 

City,  Jackson;  State,  Miss.;  Airport  Name,  Hawkins;  Elev.,  343';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  HE;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  1  Feb.  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig. 

Dated,  10  Mar.  62  * 


300-1 

300-1 

400-1 

600-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 

300-1 

300-1 

400-1 

600-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 

Texas  Int* . . . - _ 

HSB  RBn . . . 

2000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 

|  Direct _ 

C-dn . 

700-1 

700-1 

NA 

A-dn.. . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

LOM . . . . . __ 

2200 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM . 

2200 

500-4 

600-1 

LOM . .c. . ' _ 

Direct . 

2200 

8-dn-6 _ 

5004 

500-1 

LOM.... . . . . . 

2200 

A-dn.  _ 

800-2 

800-2 

Thursday ,  May  21,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


laf  vor_. 
ept  vor. 
lfe  rbn. 

Roesvilie.... 
Boiler  Int — 
Village  Int.. 


LA  LOM .  D 

LA  LOM .  D 

LA  LOM .  D 

LA  LOM... .  D 

LA  LOM .  D 

LA  LOM  (final) .  D 


Ceiling  and  visibility  Tntnimnma 

Minimum 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 

altitude 

(feet) 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

2-engine, 
more  than 

66  knots 

2300 

T-dn#»* . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

2300 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 >4 

2300 

S-dn-10 . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

2300 

A-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

2300 

1800 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  276°  Outbnd,  096°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  096°— 4.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.9  miles  of  LA  LOM,  make  right  climbing  turn  to 
2300'  and  proceed  Inbnd  to  EPT  VOR  on  R-037. 

Notes:  Aircraft  departing  Runway  10  eastbound,  climb  to  1800/  on  heading  140°.  Runway  6  departures  eastbound,  climb  to  1800'  on  runway  heading  before  proceeding 
oners. 

#300-1  required  for  Runway  5. 

•♦Caution:  1306'  tower  3.6  miles  ESE  of  airport  directly  in  line  with  Runway  10. 

Boiler  Int:  EPT  VOR  R-045  and  LAF  VOR  R-135. 

Village  Int:  EPT  VOR  R-325  and  LAF  VOR  R-217. 

MSA:  000°-090° — 2000';  090°-180°— 2400';  180°-270°— 2200';  270°-360°— 2100'. 

City,  Lafayette;  8tate,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Purdue  University;  Elev.,  606';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  LA;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64 


LOM . . 

Direct . . . 

2000 

T-dn _ _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

LOM  _ 

Direct _ 

2000 

C-dn . 

500-1 

600-1 

/ioo-iu 

A-dn# . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  000°  Outbnd,  180°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles.  Nonstandard  to  provide  separation  from  Castle  AFB  traffic. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  180*— 1.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  1.9  miles  after  passing  ME  LOM,  climb  to  2000'  on 
crs  180°  within  20  miles. 

•Snelling  Int:  Int  360°  bearing  from  ME  LOM  and  LIN  VOR  R-123. 

••Stomar  Int:  Int  263°  bearing  from  ME  LOM  and  8CK  VOR  R-147. 

f  Alternate  minimums  of  800-2  authorized  for  Air  Carrier  with  weather  reporting  service  available  at  the  airport. 

City,  Merced;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Merced  Municipal;  Elev.,  165';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  ME;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No. 

Orig.;  Dated,  9  Nov.  63  t 


Meridian  VOR _  LOM  (HW)... 

Stratton  Int _ LOM  (HW) _ 

Decatur  int  _ LOM  (HW) _ 

Newton  Int .  LOM  HW)_. 

Rose  Hill  Int. .  LOM  (HW)... 

York  Int .  LOM  (HW)... 


2000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

2000 

C-dn . 

500-1 

600-1 

2000 

S-dn-01 . . 

600-1 

600-1 

2000 

2000 

2000 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  186°  Outbnd,  006°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1700'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  006° — 4.6  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.5  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2000'  on  crs 
008°  within  10  miles. 

Note:  Takeoffs  with  less  than  200 -M  not  authorized  on  runways  5  and  23.  No  approach  lights.  Overrun  lights  and  high-intensity  runway  lights  onljr  on  Runway  1-19. 
Runway  9-27  closed. 

Caution:  Trees  600',  2  miles  E  of  airport.  1000'  tower,  2.5  miles  E  of  airport.  880'  tower,  4.2  miles  SE  of  airport. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2000';  090°-180°— 1700';  180°-270°— 1600';  270°-360°— 2000'. 

City,  Meridian;  State,  Miss.;  Airport  Name,  Key  Field;  Elev.,  297';  Fac.  Class.,  HW;  Ident.,  ME;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  7;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6: 

Dated,  11  Apr.  64 


MKE  VOR _ Shorewood  Int* _  D 

MKE  RBn. _ Shorewood  Int* _ _  D 

MWC  VOR _  Shorewood  Int* _  D 

MKE  LOM _ Shorewood  Int*. _  D 


Radar  transitions  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  according  to  approved  patterns.  Aircraft  will  be  released  for  final  approach  without  procedure  turn  on  Inbnd  Anal 
approach  crs  at  least  2  miles  N  of  Shorewood  Int. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  360°  Outbnd,  180°  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles  of  Shorewood  Int.*  Nonstandard  due  obstruction. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Shorewood  Int*  on  final  approach  crs,  2400',  over  Lighthouse  Int,**  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Shorewood  Int*  to  airport,  180°— 5.9  miles;  Lighthouse  Int**  to  airport,  180°— 3.7  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.9  miles  after  passing  Shorewood  Int,  climb  to 
2000  and  proceed  to  the  MKE  LOM. 

Note:  Aircraft  on  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 

•Shorewood  Int:  Int  MWC  VOR  R-115  and  360°  bearing  from  MKE  RBn. 

•♦Lighthouse  Int:  Int  MWC  VOR  R-129  and  360°  bearing  from  MKE  RBn. 

MSA:  000°-270°— 2300';  270°-360°— 2800'. 

City,  Milwaukee;  State,  Wis.;  Airport  Name,  General  Mitchell  Field;  Elev.,  702';  Fac.  Class.,  SABH;  Ident.,  MKE;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  18  May  63 


300-1 

300-1 

■>  600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

800-2 

800-2 

r 


ooUn 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


2.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(c)  to  read: 

VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Prochdurh 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  M8L.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below'named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  mlnlmnmg 

From — 

% 

| 

| 

To- 

/' 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  lees 

More  than 
66  knots 

T-dn . 

O-d . 

C-n . 

S-d-17 . 

8-n-17 _  .  - 

A-dn . 

300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

600-1 

600-2 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

600-1 

600-2 

NA 

200-)$ 

600-1)$ 

600-2 

600-1 

500-2 

NA 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  354°  Outbnd,  174s  Inbnd,  6000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  4300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  174°— 6.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.2  miles  after  passing  Borger  VOR,  climb  to  5000 
on  R-174  within  20  miles;  or  when  directed  by  ATO,  make  right  climbing  turn,  proceed  direct  to  Borger  VOR  at  6000'  and  hold  N  on  R-354. 

Caution:  Procedure  not  completely  contained  within  controlled  airspace. 

M8A:  000*-360°— 6000\ 

City,  Borger;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  Hutchinson  County;  Elev.,  3052';  Fac.  Class.,  VOR;  Ident.,  BOD;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64 


Columbus  RBn_ _ _ 

CSG-VOR . 

Direct . . 

2200 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)$ 

Columbus  LOM _ _ _ 

CSG-VOR . 

Direct . 

2200 

O-dn . . 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1)$ 

A-dn . . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

If  Davis  Int#  received,  minimums  become: 

O-dn . 

600-1  | 

600-1 

600-1)$ 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs.  327°  Outbnd,  147°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  C8G-VOR  on  final  approach  crs,  1700';  over  Davis  Int,#  1100'.*  , 

Crs  and  distance,  CSG-VOR  to  airport,  147s— 6.8  miles;  Davis  Int#  to  airport,  147°— 1.5  miles. 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.8  miles  after  passing  VOR,  turn  left,  climb  to  2200' 
and  proceed  to  Geneva  Int*  via  046°  bearing  from  SO  LMM  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  2200'  and  proceed  to  CSG-VOR  via  R-147. 

IDavis  Int:  Int  C8G-VOR  R-147  and  036°  bearing  from  CS  LOM. 

*  Geneva  Int:  Int  CSO  VOR  R-064  and  LOO  VOR  R-138. 

MSA:  000s- 090° —3400';  000°-180°— 3300';  180°-270°— 2000';  270°-360°— 2200'. 

City,  Columbus;  State,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  Muscogee  County;  Elev.,  397';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  CSG;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Amdt. 

No.  4;  Dated,  7  Mar.  64 


TYS  RBn . 

TYS-VOR . . . . . 

Direct _ _ _ 

3100 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)$ 

12-mile  fix  R-041 _ 

TY8-VOR  (final) . . . 

Direct . 

O-d _ 

800-1 

800-1 

800-1 H 

O-n . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

S-d-22R. . 

800-1 

800-1 

800-1 

S-n-22R . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

A-dn.. . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

If  aircraft  has  operating  VOR  and  ADF  recievers  and 

Rockford  Int* 

is  received. 

following  minimums  aU- 

0-4 . . 

C-n . . 

S-dn-22R... _ 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  041°  Outbnd,  221°  Inbnd,  3100'  within  10  miles.** 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2500';  over  Rockford  Int,*  1800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  221s— 6.6  miles;  Rockford  Int*  to  airport,  221s— 2.6  miles. 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.6  miles  after  passing  TYS-VOR,  turn  right,  climb 
to  3000'  on  R-248  TYS-VOR  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  3000'  on  225°  magnetic  bearing  from  LOM  within  16  miles. 

•Rockford  Int:  Int  R-221  TYS-VOR  and  101°  bearing  from  TYS  RBn  or  4-mile  DM E  fix  TYS  R-221. 

••When  authorized  by  ATO,  DME  may  be  used  within  12  miles  at  3100'  between  radials  166°  CW  to  090°  to  position  aircraft  for  a  final  approach  with  the  elimination  of 
a  procedure  turn. 

City,  Knoxville;  State,  Tenn.;  Airport  Name,  McGhee-Tyson;  Elev.,  989* ;  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  TYS;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  7;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup. 

Amdt.  No.  6;  Dated,  8  Feb.  64 


Volta  Int — 
Turlock  Int. 


MER  VOR . 

Direct . 

2500 

T-dn 

300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

MER  VOR . . . 

Direct . 

2600 

8— dn-30 _ _ _ 

A-dn# - 

600-1 

NA 

200-)$ 

500-1)$ 

600-1 

NA 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  110°  Outbnd,  290°  Inbnd,  1800'  within  10  miles. 

Procedure  turn  8  of  crs  to  provide  separation  from  Castle  AFB. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1200'.  _ 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  290°— 6.3  miles. 

If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.3  miles  after  passing  MER  VOR,  turn  left  and 
climb  to  2000'  on  MER  VOR  R-110  within  20  miles. 

# Alternate  minimums  of  800-2  authorized  for  Air  Carrier  with  weather  reporting  service  available  at  airport 

City,  Merced;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Municipal;  Elev.,  166';  Fac.  Class.,  MVOR;  Ident.,  MER;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig.; 

Dated,  12  Oct.  63 


Thursday,  May  21,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

TOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


6607 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minlrernTm 

From-— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

Condition 

2-engine  or  lees 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

altitude 

(feet) 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

gyM-VOR.  ....  .  _  ...  .  _ 

PTK-VOR _  ....  ... 

Direct _  .  ... 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

500-1 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

NA 

200-H 

600-1)4 

NA 

jN'n-VDR  _ 

PTK-VOR. 

Direct  ... 

O-dn 

PTK-VOR  (final).. 

Direct.  _ 

A-dn* _ 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns  by  Detroit  Center  radar. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  final  approach  crs,  274°  Outbnd,  094°  Inbnd,  2800'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  119° — 4.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.9  miles  after  passing  PTK-VOR,  make  climbing 
left  turn  to  3000'  on  beading  360°  to  intercept  PTK  R-058,  then  proceed  to  Dennis  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  left  turn  to  2800'  and  return  to  PTK  VOR. 

Notes:  1.  Final  approach  from  holding  pattern  at  VOR  not  authorized.  Procedure  turn  required.  2.  No  weather  available.  3.  Aircraft  may  be  released  for  approach 
without  procedure  turn  4  miles  from  PTE  VOR.  4.  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification.  5.  Minimum  radar  altitude  within 
16  miles  of  PTK  VOR  2800'. 

*800-2  alternate  minimums  authorized  for  air  carriers  with  approved  weather  service  at  this  airport. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2500';  090°-180°— 2800';  180°-270°— 2600';  270° -360°— 2300'. 

City.  Pontiac;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Pontiac  Municipal;  Elev.,  974';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  PTK;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Eft.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  6;  Dated,  4  Jan.  64 


gVM  VOR 

Keego  Int# _ 

/ 

Direct . . . 

T-dn . . 

300-1 

300-1 

20044 

pTK  VOR 

Keego  Int# _ 

Direct _  _ 

C-dn . 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1)4 

trey  Tnt** 

Keego  Tnt#  (final). . .  .  ...  __ 

Direct _ 

2400 

S-dn-27 . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1  " 

Troy  Int**.I _ _ _ 

Via  QG  R-347  and 

2400 

A-dn* _ 

NA 

NA 

NA 

PTK  R-115. 

MRS  RRn 

Troy  Int** _ _ _ 

Via  QQ  R-340 _ 

2400 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  final  approach  crs,  115°  Outbnd,  295°  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles  of  Keego  Int.# 

Minimum  altitude  over  Keego  Int#  on  final  approach  crs,  2400'. 

Crs  and  distance  Keego  Int#  to  airport,  295°— 4.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.3  miles  after  passing  Keego  Int,  #  climb  to  2700'  on 
PTK  R-114  and  proceed  to  PTK  VOR. 

*800-2  alternate  minimums  authorized  for  Air  Carriers  with  approved  weather  reporting  service. 

# Keego  Int:  Int  PTK  R-115  and  SVM  R-044. 

•Troy  Int:  Int  PTK  R-115  and  QO  R-340. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2500';  090°-180°— 2800';  180°-270°— 2600';  270°-360°— 2300'. 

City,  Pontiac;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Pontiac  Municipal;  Elev.,  974';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  PTK;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64 


ROW  T.FR 

ROW-VOR . . 

Direct _ _ _ 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

1  non-u 

LKR-VOR . . 

ROW-VOR _ : . 

Direct.... . . 

C-dn _ 

600-1 

500-1 

S-dn-3 . 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

•  800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  Walker  radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  228°  Outbnd,  048°  Inbnd,  5500'  within  10  miles.  Not  authorized  beyond  10  miles.  (All  turns  to  be  made  on  W  side  of  crs  to  avoid  traffic 
conflict  with  Walker  AFB.)  / 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  5000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  027° — 4.9  miles.  •  — . 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.9  miles  after  passing  ROW-VOR,  turn  left,  climb 
to  6000'  on  R-323  within  20  miles  of  ROW-VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  5500'  on  R-027  within  20  miles  of  ROW-VOR. 

Note:  No  voice  feature  on  Walker  VOR. 

•300-1  required  Runway  12. 

MSA:  000°-180°— 6000';  180°-360°— 7000'. 

City,  Roswell;  State,  N.  Mex.;  Airport  Name,  Roswell  Municipal;  Elev.,  3623';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  ROW;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  5;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup. 

Amdt.  No.  4;  Dated,  18  May  63 


ROW  VOR  ____ 

LKR  VOR . 

Direct _ _ _ 

6000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

ggP | 

Ranch  Int# 

T.KR  VOR  (final) 

5000 

C!-d 

700-1 

700-1 

W  *  t 

Haserman  Tnt 

LKR  VOR . 

Direct. 

6000 

O-n 

700-2 

700-2 

Dexter  Int..  .  _  . 

T.KR  VOR 

Direct  . 

6000 

8-d-2fi 

700-1 

700-1 

Nelson  Tnt 

LKR  VOR . . . 

Direct _ 

6000 

8-n-26 . 

700-2 

700-2 

RW-LFR... 

LKR  VOR 

Direct 

6000 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

■maim 

Radar  vectoring  and  transitions  using  Walker  radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  071°  Outbnd,  251°  Inbnd,  5500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  5000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  251°— 8.5  miles. 

.  If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  8.5  miles  after  passing  LKR  VOR,  turn  right  to  280° 
heading,  intercept  the  ROW  VOR  R-323,  climb  to  6000'  within  20  miles  of  ROW  VOR. 

Caution:  Walker  VOR  has  no  voice  feature.  Additional  VHF/UHF  receiver  required  for  two-way  communications  with  ATC. 

# Aircraft  may  be  radar  vectored  by  Walker  approach  control  to  Ranch  Int,  at  MOCA  and  given  their  position  when  over  the  fix  by  radar  controller. 

*300-1  required  on  Runway  12.  * 

MSA:  000°-360°— 5600'.  , 

City,  Roswell;  State,  N.  Mex.;  Airport  Name,  Roswell  Municipal;  Elev.,  3623';  Fac.  Class.,  L-VORW;  Ident.,  LKR;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup. 
■  -  Amdt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  22  June  63 


6 m 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


3.  By  amending  the  following  terminal  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (TerVOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.13  to  read: 

Terminal  YOB  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearing*,  heading*,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 
unless  an  approach  Is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  mads  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


V  Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Mansfield  Int _ _ 

OMI VOR . 

Direct  _  . 

2700 

T-dn* 

300-1 
600-1 
600-1 
800-2 
turns  apply  a 

400-1 

400-1 

300-1 
600-1 
600-1 
800-2 
fter  passing  < 

600-1 

400-1 

200-H 

500-1)* 

500-1 

800-9 

l-mile  DME 

1  500-1)* 

400-1 

C-dn . 

&-dn-4- . 

A-dn . 

Following  minim 
fix  R-230: 

C-dn  _ 

S-dn-4- . 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs.  230“  Outbnd,  050°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  era,  1300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  Bunway  4,  0.38°— 0.76  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  OMI  VOR,  make  left  turn,  climb  to  2700' 
and  proceed  to  Mansfield  Int*  northwestbound  on  CMI  R-325  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  turn,  climb  to  2300',  and  proceed  direct  to  CM  LOM. 

Not*:  When  authorized  by  ATC  12-mile  DME  arc  at  2300'  may  be  used  between  R-060  clockwise  through  R-240  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-in  approach  with  elimina¬ 
tion  of  procedure  turn. 

•When  weather  is  less  than  400-1,  aircraft  departing  Runways  4,  31,  and  36  maintain  runway  track  until  reaching  1500'  due  to  1146'  tower  2.5  miles  NNE. 

M8A:  000°-090°— 2200';  000°-180°— 2000';  180*-270°— 2300';  270°-360°— 2800'. 

City,  Champaign;  State,  Ill.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Illinols-Willard;  Elev.,  753';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CMI;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-4,  Amdti  3;  EfI.  Date, 

23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  27  Apr.  63 


Mansfield  Int . . . . . . 

CMI VOR . 

Direct 

2700 

T-dn* 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)* 

C-dn, . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1)* 

S— dn-31 - 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

» 

Following  mlnimums  apply  after  passing  4-mile  DME 

fix  R-120: 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1)* 

S-dn-31 . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  era,  120°  Outbnd,  300°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  era,  1300'. 

Cre  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  Runway  31,  313°— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  CMI  VOR,  climb  to  2700'  and  proceed  to 
Mansfield  Int*  northwestbound  on  CMI  R-325  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2500'  and  proceed  to  Bement  Int  southwestbound  on  CMI  VOR  R-234. 

Note:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  12-mile  DME  arc  at  2300'  may  be  used  between  R-060  clockwise  through  R-240  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-in  approach  with  elimina¬ 
tion  of  procedure  turn. 

•When  weather  is  less  than  400-1,  aircraft  departing  Runways  4,  31  and  36  maintain  runway  track  until  reaching  1500'  due  to  1146'  tower  2.5  miles  NNE. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2200';  090°-180°— 2000';  180a-270°— 2300';  270° -360°— 2800'. 

City,  Champaign;  State,  Ill.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Illinois-Willard;  Elev.,  753';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CMI;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-31,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date, 

23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  27  Apr.  63 


DAN  VOR . 

Direct _ 

2700 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1  200-)* 

600-1  500-1)* 

500-1  500-1 

Sandy  River  Int  _  .  _ 

DAN  VOR . 

Direct _ 

2500 

C-dn . 

500-1 

DAN  VOR . 

Direct _ 

2300 

S-dn-2 _ 

600-1 

A-dn . 

The  following  e 
received: 

S— dn— 2- ------ ---j 

800-2 

ninimums  a 

400  1 

800-2  800-2 

pply  if  Gatewood  Int* 

400-1  |  400-1 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  era,  212°  Outbnd,  032°  Inbnd,  220'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  era,  1100';  if  Gatewood  Int*  used,  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  2,  020° — 0.0  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  DAN  VOR,  make  right  climb¬ 
ing  turn  to  2200',  hold  SW  on  DAN  VOR  R-212, 1-minute  right  turns. 

•Gatewood  Int:  DAN  VOR  R-212  and  SBV  VOR  R-247. 

MSA:  000° -090°— 2100';  090°-180°— 1900';  180°-270°— 2600';  270°-360°— 3100'. 

City,  Danville;  State,  Va.;  Airport  Name,  Danville;  Elev.,  582';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  DAN;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-2,  Arndt.  5;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  4;  Dated,  13  July  63 


T-dn.. 

O-dn.. 

S-dn-4 

A-dn 


300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 


300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 


200-H 

m-i'A 

600-1 

800-2 


•For  aircraft  equipped  with  VOR  and  ADF  or  DME 
and  Beacon  Int  or  FWA  RBn  or  radar  fix  in  lieu  of 
Beacon  Int  identified,  the  following  mimmums 
appl 


oX!r:. 


S-dn-4.. 


400-1 

400-1 


500-1 

400-1 


500-1)4 

400-1 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns.  Aircraft  will  be  released  for  final  approach  without  procedure  turn  Inbnd  on  final  approach  crs,  7  miles 
from  VOR. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  era,  229°  Outbnd,  049°  Inbnd,  2000'  witbin  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1400'.* 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  4, 044°— 0.9  mile;  Beacon  Int  to  FWA  VOR  049° — 3.4  miles.  , 

If  visual  oontaot  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile,  climb  to  2600'  northeastbound  on  R-068  ana 
procoed  to  New  Haven  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  climbing  turn  to  2100'  and  proceed  direct  to  FW  LOM.  , . 

Notes:  1.  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  Identification.  2.  When  authorized  by  ATC,  10-mile  DME  arc  at  2200'  may  be  used  De¬ 
tween  FWA  VOR  R-068  clockwise  to  R-311  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-in  approach  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2700';  090°-360°— 2200'. 

Beacon  Int;  Int  FWA  VOR  R-229  and  3.4-mile  DME  fix,  or  2.8-mile  radar  fix. 


City,  Fort  Wayne;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Baer  Field;  Elev.,  801';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  FWA;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-4,  Arndt.  5;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  4;  Dated,  8  Feb.  64 
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Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  mininmina 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engirx 

66  knots 
or  less 

i  or  less 

More  than 
65knot8 

More  than 

2-engine, 
more  than 

66  knots 

T-dn _ 

C-dn _ 

S-dn-9 . 

A-dn . 

•For  aircraft  equi 
and  Robin  Int 
lieu  of  Robin  Ii 

C-dn . 

S-dn-9 _ 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

800-2 

Ipped  with  \ 
*  identified 
it  minimum: 
400-1 
400-1 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

800-2 

rOR  and  AI 
or  radar  fix 
i  are: 

600-1 

400-1 

200-H 

800-1)4 

800-1 

800-2 
)F  or  DME 
obtained  in 

1  600-1)4 

400-1 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns.  Aircraft  will  be  released  for  final  approach  without  procedure  turn  Inbnd  on  final  approach  crs,  7  miles 
from  VOR. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  265°  Outbnd,  086°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  lfiOO'.* 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofi  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  9,  090°- 1.25  miles;  Robin  Int  to  VOR  3.9  miles. 

II  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  adthorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile,  climb  to  2600'  northeastbound  on  R-068  and 
proceed  to  New  Haven  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  climbing  turn  to  2100'  and  proceed  direct  to  FW  LOM. 

Notes:  1.  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification.  2.  When  authorized  by  ATO,  10-mile  DME  arc  at  2200*  may  be  used 
between  FWA  R-148  clockwise  to  R-329  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-in  approach  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

Robin  Int:  Int  FWA  VOR  R-265  and  bearing  326°  from  FA  RBn  or  3.9-mile  DME  fix,  or  3.4-mile  radar  fix. 

M8A:  000°-090°— 2700';  090°-360°— 2200'. 

City,  Fort  Wayne;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Baer  Field;  JElev.,  801';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  FWA;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-9,  Arndt.  3;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  8  Feb.  64 


T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

S— dn— 13 _ _ 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

600-1} 
600-1 
gQ0_2 

Aircraft  equipped  with  VOR’ and  ADF  or  DME  and 
Wayne  Int  identified  or  radar  fix  obtained  in  lieu  of 
Wayne  Int  minimums  are: 


C-dn. 

8-dn-13. 


400-1 

400-1 


800-1 

400-1 


600-1)4 

400-1 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns.  Aircraft  will  be  released  for  final  approach  without  procedure  turn  Inbnd  on  final  approach  crs,  7  miles 
from  VOR. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  320°  Outbnd,  140“  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1400'*. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofi  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  13, 135°— 0.8  mile;  Wayne  Int#  to  VOR,  140°— 3.4  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  climb  to  2600'  southwestbound  on  R-218 
and  proceed  to  Rock  Creek  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2100'  and  proceed  direct  to  F  W  LOM. 

Note:  1.  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification.  2.  When  authorized  by  ATO,  10-mlle  DME  arc  at  2600'  may  be  used 
between  FWA  VOR  R-233  clockwise  to  R-068  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-in  approach  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

IWayne  Int:  Int  FWA  R-320  and  bearing  007®  from  FA  RBn  or  3.4-mile  DME  fix  or  2.4-mile  radar  fix. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2700';  090°-360°— 2200'. 

City,  Fort  Wayne;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Baer  Field;  Elev.,  801';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  FWA;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-13,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  8  Feb.  64 


T-dn. . 

300-1 

300-1 

1  200-14 

C-dn _ _ 

600-1 

600-1 

xgWTTo  tfi 

8-d-4 . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

8-n-4 . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

A-dn# - 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs.  232°  Outbnd,  052°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  600'. 

Facility  on  airport.  Breakofi  point  to  Runway  4, 043° — 0.5  mile.  •, 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  LAL  VOR,  turn  left  and  climb  to  1600' 
on  R-046  of  LAL  VOR  within  10  miles,  return  to  LAL  VOR.  Hold  8W,  232°  Outbnd,  062°  Inbnd,  1-minute  right  turns. 

Note:  1 -minute  holding  pattern,  right  turn,  052°  Inbnd,  may  be  used  in  lieu  of  procedure  turn. 

Caution:  1135'  tower,  W  of  procedure  turn  area. 

fLimited  weather  information  available  to  public.  Alternate  minimums  800-2  authorized  for  air  carriers  with  approved  operations  at  this  airport. 

City,  Lakeland;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Lakeland  Municipal;  Elev.,  142*;  Fac.  Class.,  M-BVOR;  Ident.,  LAL;  Procedure  No,  TerVOR-4,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6;  l5ated,  16  Mar.  63 


T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn - 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1)4 

8-dn-2 - 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs.  202°  Outbnd,  022°  Inbnd,  9000'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorised. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  7400'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  LVS  VOR,  climb  to  9000’  on  R-022  within 
18 mges.  Return  to  LVS  VOR  and  hold  NE  on  R-022  (202°  Inbnd)7feft  turns. 

Note:  Not  authorized  for  air  carrier  use. 

Other  ohange:  Deletes  transition  from  Las  Vegas  LFR. 

M8A:  000°-090°— 0600';  090°-180°— 0100';  180°-270°— 11,500';  270°-360°— 13, 600'. 

City,  Las  Vegas;  State,  N.  Mex.;  Airport  Name,  Las  Vegas  Municipal;  Elev.,  6866';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  LVS;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-2,  Arndt.  4;  Efl.  Date, 

23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  25  Apr.  64 


No.  100  2 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


TiuiWiL  VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Proccddrr — Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmnrm 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

Bigelow  Int* _ i _ _ 

OTQ  VOR . 

Direct . 

3300 

T-dn . 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-2 

800-2 

'  300-1 
600-1 
600-1 
600-2 
800-2 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

\ 

8-dn-18 . 

O-d . 

C-n. . 

A-dn**_ . 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  350°  Outbnd,  070°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  runway,  180°— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  OTQ  VOR,  dimb  to  3300'  on  R-170  within 
10  miles. 

Nor*:  Aircraft  taking  off  8,  and  intended  flight  is  to  W  or  SW,  climb  to  2300'  on  runway  heading  before  proceeding  on  crs.  800-1  minimums  apply  for  aircraft  taking  off  SW. 
O action:  2307'  tower,  4  miles  8  W  and  1806'  stack,  2  miles  88 W  of  airport. 

•Bigelow  Int:  Int  F8D  VOR  R-093  and  OTO  VOR  R-170. 

••Alternate  minimums  not  authorized  1000  to  0600  local  time.  Alternate  minimums  authorized  24  hours  daily  for  air  carriers  with  weather  reporting  service  at  the  airport, 
City,  Worthington:  State,  Minn.;  Airport  Name,  Municipal;  Elev.,  1672';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVOR;  Ident.,  OTQ;  Procedure  No.  Ter  VOR-18,  Amdt.  Orlg.;  Eft.  Date,  28  May  64 


4.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange-distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR/DME)  procedures 
prescribed  in  §  97.15  to  read: 

VOR-DME  Standard  instbdmbnt  Approach  Procbdcr* 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  exoept  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  It  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

6-mile  DME  fix  R-266 . 

BQM-VOR  _ 

Direct _ _ 

2700 

T-dn  _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200- 14 

Rlnghamtnn  VOR  _  __  _  _ 

3-mile  DME  fix  R-076 . . 

Direct _ _ 

2200 

O-dn* . 

400-1 

600-1 

500-1?$ 

3-mile  DME  fix  R-076 _ _ _ 

7-mile  DME  fix  R-076  (Final) . 

Direct . 

*2000 

8-dn-10* 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1  ' 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  266°  Outbnd,  078°  Inbnd,  3300'  within  10  miles.  No  procedure  turn  required  with  DME. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2700';  over  7-mile  DME  fix  R-076,  2000'.* 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  076°— 7.0  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  7-mile  DME  fix  R-076,  climb  to  3600'  on  R-076  within  10 
miles.  Return  to  the  BQM-VOR.  Hold  W  l-minute  right  turns,  Inbnd  crs  095°. 

•Minimums  of  600-2  (2200')  without  DME. 

City,  Binghamton;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  Name,  Broome  County;  Elev.,  1629';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  BOM;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Amdt.  6;  Eff.  Date, 

23  May  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  6;  Dated,  18  Aug.  62 


29-mile  DME  fix  R-079 _ _ _ 

18-mile  DME  fix  R-079 . 

Direct _ 

3300 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)$ 

18-mile  DME  fix  R-079 . . . 

13-mile  DME  fix  R-079 . . 

Direct . 

3200 

C-dn . 

400-1 

800-1 

500-1)$ 

13-mile  DME  fix  R-079 . 

8-mile  DME  fix  R-079  (final) . 

Direct . 

2000 

8-dn-28_ . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

No  procedure  turn.  Final  approach  crs,  269°  Inbnd. 

Minimum  altitude  over  8-mile  DME  fix  R-079  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  8-mile  DME  fix  R-079,  proceed  to  Binghamton  VOR 
on  R-079,  climbing  to  3600'.  Hold  W,  l-minute  right  turns,  Inbnd  crs,  096°. 

Not*:  This  procedure  authorized  only  with  DME. 

City,  Binghamton;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  Name,  Broome  County;  Elev.,  1629';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  BOM;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  2,  Amdt.  3;  Efl.  Date, 

23  May  64;  8up.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  18  Aug.  62 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  23  MAY  64. 

City,  Champaign;  State,  DL;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Illinois- Willard;  Elev.,  763';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CMI;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Amdt.  Orig.; 

Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  23  MAY  64. 

City,  Champaign;  State,  HI.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Dlinois-Willard;  Elev.,  763';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CMI;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  2,  Amdt. 

Orig.;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 

I  '  .  1 
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5.  By  amending  the  following  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.17  to  read: 

ILS  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  fat  feet  M8L.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  fat  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
Tpiiasu  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
Efraii  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

Course  and 
distance 

Mlnlmmn 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
^engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

From — 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  23  MAY  64. 

City,  Atlanta;  State,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  Atlanta;  Elev.,  1024';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-ATL;  Procedure  No.  ILS-27,  Arndt.  9;  Eff.  Date,  24  Aug.  63;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  8; 

Dated,  8  June  63 


Sidney  Int _ 

Direct _ 

2300 

T-dn# . . 

300-1 

300-1 

20A-U 

LOM'. . 

Direct  .  ..  ...  .. 

C-dn . 

400-1 

600-1 

Atwood  Tnt.  *  .  .  . .  _ 

1  *4  l  ■  ■  ■  l  ■  1  ■  ■  ■  ■  ■ 

2300 

S-dn-31* _ 

300-94 

600-2 

300-94 

600-2 

LOM . . . 

1 1  'tvr  1  ■  ■  ■  1  ■  1 1 1  ■  ■  i 

2300 

A-dn.. . 

CMI VOR 

LOM . 

■  Crr’^llllllllllll 

2300 

LOM . 

Direct _ 

2300 

CMI  VOR . . . 

Direct . . . 

2700 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  133°  Outbnd,  313°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  2300'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2295'— 5.7  miles,  at  MM,  1053'— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2700'  and  proceed  to  Mansfield  fart  via  OMI  VOR 
R-325  or,  as  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2500'  and  proceed  to  Bement  Int  via  CMI  VOR  R-234. 

Notes:  1.  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  on  final  approach  crs  via  the  12-mile  DME  arc  of  OMI  VOR  between  R-050  and  R-240  at  2300' 
with  elimination  of  procedure  turn.  2.  No  approach  lights. 

^Sidney  Int:  Int  CMI  VOR  R-060  and  RB8  VOR  R-165. 

$Atwood  Int:  Int  CMI  VOR  R-180and  DEC  VOR  R-075. 

*400-1  required  without  glide  slope. 

fWben  weather  is  less  than  400-1,  aircraft  departing  Runways  4, 31,  and  36  maintain  runway  track  until  reaching  1500',  due  to  1146'  tower  2.5  miles  NNE. 

City,  Champaign;  8tate,  Dl.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Illinois- Willard;  Elev.,  753';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-CMI;  Procedure  No.  IL8-31,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Elf.  Date,  23  May  64 


LOM  _ 

Direct _ 

2200 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

500-1 

onn-u 

LOM  _ _ _ 

Direct . . . . 

C-dn _ ;• _ 

600-1 

LOM . . 

Direct _ _ 

8-dn-6* . 

300-94 

600-2 

300-94 

600-2 

LOM. 

Direct _ 

2200 

A-dn _ 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs.  232°  Outbnd,  062*  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  2200'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2157' — 6.0  miles;  at  MM,  623' — 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2200',  proceed  to  Geneva  Int#  via  046*  bearing  from 
SO  LMM  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2200',  turn  left  and  return  direct  to  LOM. 

Note:  No  approach  lights. 

*500-94  required  when  glide  slope  Inoperative. 

#Qe neva  Int:  Int  CSG  VOR  R-084  and  LGC  VOR  R-138. 

City,  Columbus;  State,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  Muscogee  County;  Elev.,  397’;  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-C8G;  Procedure  No.  ILS -6,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  2;  Dated,  20  July  63  - 


Whltelv  Int  .  _  _  . 

LOM _ 

Direct _ 

2200  1 

T-dn„. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-94 

boo-194 

200-94 

000-2 

New  Haven  Int  .  _ 

LOM _ 

Direct.  . . 

C-dn _ _ 

400-1 

600-1 

Rock  Creek  Tnt 

LOM.  __  _ 

|  Direct . . 

S-dn-31* _ 

200-H 

000-2 

200-94 

000-42 

Ft.  Wayne  VOR . 

LOM.  .  

Direct _ 

2100 

A-dn . 

Radar  vectorin g  authorized  In  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  8E  crs,  135®  Outbnd,  3156  Inbnd,  2100^ within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  Interception  Inbnd,  2100'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2045'— 3.8  miles;  at  MM,  1075'— 0.7  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2600'  on  N  W  crs  ILS  and  proceed  to  Whitely  Int 
westbound  on  R-281  FWA  VOR  or,  as  directed  by  ATC,  climb  on  N  W  crs  ILS  to  2600'  and  proceed  direct  to  Wolflake  VOR. 

Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 

Other  changes:  Deletes  transitions  from  Monroe  Int,  Osborne  Int,  K ingland  Int,  and  Decatur  Int. 

*400-1  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized. 

City,  Fort  Wayne;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Baer  Field;  Elev.,  801';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-FWA;  Procedure  No.  ILS-31,  Arndt.  10;  Efl.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No. 

9;  Dated.  28  Mar.  64 


GRR  VOR 

Wilson  Int# 

Direct _ 

2400 

T-dn.. . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-94 

6OO-194 

400-1 

James  Int* 

Wilson  Tnt#  (final) _ 

Direct _ 

2100 

O-dn _ 

400-1 

600-1 

MKG  VOR 

James  Tnt*.  _  .  .... 

Direct.. _ 

400-1 

400-1 

GRR  LOM 

Wilson  TntJ 

Direct  _ 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  262°  Outbnd,  082°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles  of  Wilson  Int.# 

Minimum  altitude  over  Wilson  Int.#  on  final  approach  crs,  2100'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Wilson  Int#  to  airport,  082° — 4.7  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.7  miles  after  passing  Wilson  Int,#  make  climbing  left 
‘jrato  2400'  and  proceed  to  Comstock  Int  via  GRR  VOR  R-336  or,  when  directed  by  ATO,  make  right  climbing  turn  to  2900'  and  proceed  direct  to  GRR  VOR  or  make 
climbing  left  turn  and  return  to  Wilson  Int#  via  W  crs  ILS. 

Notes:  1.  No  approach  lights.  2.  No  glide  slope.  3.  Procedure  authorized  only  for  aircraft  equipped  to  receive  ILS  and  VOR  simultaneously. 

•James  Int:  Int  GRR  ILS  W  crs  and  PMM  R-029. 
f Wilson  Int:  Int  GRR  ILS  W  crs  and  GRR  R-307. 

City,  Grand  Rapids;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Kent  County;  Elev.,  793';  Fae.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-GRR;  Procedure  No.  IL8-8  (back  course),  Amdt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  23  May 

64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  18  Apr.  64 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED  EFFECTIVE  23  MAY  64  OR  UPON  DECOMMISSIONING  OF  FACILITY. 

City,  Jackson;  8tate,  Miss.;  Airport  Name,  Hawkins  Field;  Elev.,  343';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-HKS;  Procedure  No.  ILS-11,  Amdt.  17;  Efl.  Date,  1  Feb.  64;  Sup.  Amdt. 

No.  16;  Dated,  21  Apr.  62 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

ILS  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Peocedure— Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmnma 

From— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

LAF  VOR . 

LA  LOM . 

Direct  _  _  . 

2300 

2300 

2300 

2300 

2300 

1800 

T-dn#** . 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

NA 

200-4 

600-14 

400-1 

NA 

F.PT  VOR 

LA  LOM: _ 

Direct  ... 

O-dn . 

LFE  RBn . 

LA  LOM  _ 

Direct _ 

R-dn-IO 

Rossville  Int  .  .  . 

LA  LOM . 

Direct . . 

A-dn _ 

Boiler  Int  _  _ 

LA  LOM . 

Direct  _  . . 

Village  Int  _ 

LA  LOM  (final) . 

Direct.. . . 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs  276°  Outbnd,  006°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  096°— 4.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  make  right  climbing  turn  to  2300'  and  proceed  Inbnd  to 
EPT  VOR  on  R-037. 

Notes:  No  glide  slope,  approach  lights,  middle  marker,  or  middle  compass  locator.  Aircraft  departing  Runway  10  eastbound,  climb  to  1800'  on  heading  of  140°;  RunwaA  5 
departures  eastbound,  climb  to  1800'  on  runway  heading  before  proceeding  on  crs. 

••Caution:  1306'  tower  3.6  miles  ESE  of  airport  directly  in  line  with  Runway  10. 

#300-1  required  for  Runway  6.  * 

Boiler  Int:  Int  EPT  VOR  R-045  and  LAF  VOR  R-135. 

Village  Int:  Int  EPT  VOR  R-325  and  LAF  VOR  R-217. 


City,  Lafayette;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Purdue  University;  Elev.,  606';  Fac.  Class.,  IL8;  Ident.,  I-LAF;  Procedure  No.  ILS-10,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eft.  Date,  23  May  64 


Imperial  VOR.  .  _  -  _ _  -_ 

Highland  Tnt  .  . 

■  7  *  Cl .  *  i 

3000 

T-dn**. 

200-4 

500-14 

200-4 

600-2 

Ellwood  City  VOR . 

Highland  Tnt 

3000 

C-dn . 

Pittsburgh  VOR . 

Highland  Int— . 

3000 

S-dn-28L*%# 
A-dn . 

2j| 

Highland  Int  _  ..  _ 

GP  LOM  (final) . 

Direct . . 

3000 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  097°  Outbnd.  277°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles  of  QP  LOM. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  int  Inbna,  3000'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2980'— 6. 6  miles;  at  MM,  1384'— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  3000'  on  W  crs  of  ILS  to  Clinton  RBn.  Hold  W 
right  turns,  1-minute  pattern,  097°  Inbnd. 

Note:  Holding  pattern  entry  required  at  Highland  Int  during  nonradar  operation. 

Caution:  Runway  28-R  approach— fluorescent  street  lighting,  alined  with  Runway  28-R  and  terminating  approximately  H  mile  from  runway,  can  be  mistaken  for  runway 
lights. 

•400-94  required  with  glide  slope  inoperative. 

%Runway  visual  range  2600',  also  authorized  for  landing  on  Runway  28L,  provided  all  components  of  the  ILS,  high-intensity  runway  lights,  approach  lights,  condenser- 
discharge  flashers,  outer  compass  locator,  and  all  related  airborne  equipment,  are  m  satisfactory  operating  condition.  Descent  below  1368'  shall  not  be  made  unless  visual  contact 
with  the  approach  lights  has  been  established  or  the  aircraft  is  clear  of  clouds. 

••Runway  visual  range  2600',  also  authorized  for  takeoff  on  Runway  28L  in  lieu  of  200-4  when  200-4  is  authorized,  providing  high-intensity  runway  lights  are  operational 
#S-dn-28L,  altitude  1368',  authorized  for  straight-ln  approach  only  (200  feet  above  elevation  of  runway  28L). 

City,  Pittsburgh;  State,  Pa.;  Airport  Name,  Greater  Pittsburgh;  Elev.,  1203';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-GPB;  Procedure  No.  IL8-28L,  Arndt.  8;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  7;  Dated,  4  Jan.  64 


Rargn  Tnt  .  ... 

LOM  (final) . 

Direct _ 

1000 

T-dn*  ... 

300-1 

300-1 

Bostonia  Tnt 

LOM  _ 

Direct _ 

2500 

O-dn 

800-2 

800-2 

SAN  VOR . 

LOM . 

Direct _  _  ._ 

1500 

S-dn-9 _ 

600-1 

600-1 

% 

A-dn. . 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  Miramar  radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  271°  Outbnd,  091°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  LOM  on  final  approach  crs,  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  LOM  to  airport,  091°— 2.7  miles. 

No  glide  slope.  Descent  to  landing  minimums  authorized  after  passing  LOM. 

Caution:  281'  trees  and  terrain  between  LOM  and  LMM. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  LMM,  make  immediate  left  climbing  turn  to  2500'  on 
LIF-VOR  R-323  or  330°  crs  from  LMM  to  Mt.  Dad  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  a  right  climbing  turn  to  2000'  on  LIF-VOR  R-135  within  10  miles. 

Caution:  Buildings  and  terrain  472',  0.6  mile  E  of  airport. 

•500-1  required  for  Runway  9. 

City,  San  Diego;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Lindbergh  Field;  Elev.,  15';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SAN;  Procedure  No.  ILS-9,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  3;  Dated,  28  July  62 


Waterville  Tnt  . 

UTI  RBn . 

Direct _ 

3400 

T-dn . 

300-1 

200-4 

UCA  VOR . 

UTI  RBn  (final) . 

Direct _ 

3000 

C-dn.. . 

600-1 

500-14 

Clinton  Tnt 

UTI  RBn.I _ ' . 

Direct _ 

3200 

S-dn-33. . 

"z- 1 

Frankfort  Tnt**.  1 _  ... 

UTI  RBn  (final) . 

Direct _ _ 

3000 

A-dn . . 

600-2 

C-d . 

With  no  glic 
600-1 

e  slope 

600-1 

600-14 

f5-n 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

S-d-33 . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

•  • 

The  following  minimums  appl 
Utica  OM  is  received: 

O-dn* . i  400-1 

S-dn-33* .  400-94 

r  with  no  glic 

500-1 

400-94 

e  slope  and 

500-14 

400-94 

Radar  vectoring  and  transitions  by  Griffiss  RAPCON  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  149°  Outbnd,  329°  Inbnd,  3200'  within  10  mUes  of  UTI  RBn. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  3000'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1937'— 3.8  miles;  at  MM,  937'— 0.6  mile.  u 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  straight  ahead  to  3300',  direct  to  Vienna  Int.#  Bom 
NW  of  Vienna  Int,  135°  Inbnd,  1-minute,  left  turns. 

•Do  not  descend  below  1340'  until  after  passing  Utica  OM.  (Radar  fix  may  be  substituted  for  Utica  OM.) 

••Frankfort  Int:  Int  UCA  SE  crs  IL8  and  UCA  VOR  R-182. 

# Vienna  Int:  Int  UCA  VOR  R-316  and  OOT  VOR  R-037. 

City,  Utica;  State,  N. Y.;  Airport  Name,  Oneida  County;  Elev.,  742';  Fac.  Class.,  IL8;  Ident.,  I-UOA;  Procedure  No.  IL8-33,  Arndt.  7;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  «; 

Dated,  4  Jan.  64 
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6.  By  amending  the  following  radar  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.19  to  read: 

Radas  Standard  Inbtrtjmsint  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  oourses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet,  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  devotion.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miltf  ""taw  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  a  radar  instrument  approach  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  is  conducted 
in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specified 
routes  Minimum  altitude(s)  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  "with  the  radar  controller.  From  initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  authorised  landing  minimnms,  the  instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when 
Ik)  visual  contact  is  established  on  final  approach  at  or  before  descent  to  the  authorized  landing  minimnms,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue 
the  approach,  except  when  the  radar  controller  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final  approach,  a  missed  approach  shall  be- executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication 
on  flrml  approach  is  lost  for  more  than  6  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  for  more  than  30  seoonds  during  a  surveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radar  controller ; 
(C)  visual  oontact  is  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimnms;  or  (D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished. 


Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  sectors  and  altitudes 


To 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

026* 

320° 

20 

miles 

20 

miles 

6000 

4000 

16 

miles 

15 

miles 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 


2-engine  or  less 


More  than 
2-engine, 

06  knots  More  than 
or  less  66  knots  66knots 


Surveillance  approach 

T-dn .  300-1  300-1  200-H 

C-dn .  400-1  600-1  500-1& 

B-dn-10, 16, 34,  400-1  400-1  400-1 

28. 

A-dn .  800-2  800-2  800-2 


If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished:  Runway  10:  Climb  on  crs  007°  to  3000'  within  10  miles, 
then  turn  right,  climbing  to  3500';  Runway  16:  Climb  on  crs  168°  to  3500'  within  10  miles;  Runway  28:  Climb  on  crs  277°  to  3000'  within  10  miles,  then  turn  left,  climbing  to 
3500';  Runway  34:  Climb  on  crs  338°  to  2600'  within  10  miles,  then  left  climbing  turn  to  3500'.  All  runways:  After  reaching  3500',  proceed  direct  to  BGM-VOR.  Hold  W 
BOM-VOR  1-minute  right  turns,  076°  Inbnd. 

Caution:  Tower  2549'  9.0  miles  S  of  airport. 

Other  change:  Deletes  radar  control  note. 

City,  Binghamton;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  Name,  Broome  County;  Elev.,  1629';  Fac.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Binghamton  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  14  July  62 


Transition  Ceiling  and  visibility  mlniinnTna 


2-engine  or  less  More  than 
- -  2-engine, 

66  knots  More  than 
or  less  66  knots  “toots 


Precision  approach 


340° _ _ 

020° _ 

080° _ 

160° _ 

250° . 


Within 
10  miles. 
10  miles. 
10  miles. 
10  miles. 


2600 

3000  T-dn . 

2000  C-dn . 

2500  B-dn-31. _ 

A-dn. . 


300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1J4 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 

NA 

NA- 

Surveillance  approach 


T-dn... 

C-dn _ 

S-dn-31. 

A-dn... 


300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

NA 


If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2000',  proceed  direct  to  Springfield  RBn,  hold  NW, 
161°  Inbnd,  1-minute  right  turns. 

Note:  Authorized  for  military  use  only,  except  by  prior  arrangement. 

M8A:  270°-090° — 2000' ;  090°-270°— 160CT. 

City,  Fort  Belvoir;  State,  Va.;  Airport  Name,  Davison  U.S.  Army  Airfield;  Elev.,  69';  Fac.  Class.  and  Ident.,  Davison  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  23  May 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  9  May  59 


AU  bearings  are  from  radar  site  with  sector  azimuths  progressing  clockwise. 

M7° - 1  1130 . 1  0-20  miles. 

113“ -  147° _  0-20  miles. 

H7® . . .  247° .  0-20  miles. 


•2200 

2100  T-dn- All _ 

••2000  C-dn-22# _ 

C-dn-4, 13, 9, 
27,31. 

S-dn-22# . 

S-dn-4, 13,  fl, 
27,31. 

A-dn-4, 13, 9, 
27,31. 

22 


Surveillance  approach 


300-1  200-> 
600-1  600-1 
800-1  600-1 


-,  */  T}811®1  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  straight  ahead  to  2600'  and  proceed  southwestbound  on 
1  Wvi R”218  to  Rock  Creek  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2600'  and  proceed  northeastbound  on  FWA  R-068  to  New  Haven  Int. 
note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled,  after  radar  identification. 

Do  not  descend  below  1600'  until  radar  advises  passing  Radar  fix  3.0  miles  from  end  of  Runway  22  due  to  1166'  tower  3.8  miles  NE. 

*2600'  within  3  miles  of  1649'  tower  6.6  miles  N. 

••2100'  within  3  miles  of  1067'  tower  22  miles  8W. 

City,  Fort  Wayne;  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  Baer  Field;  Elev.,  801';  Fac.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Fort  Wayne  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  23  May  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  1;  Dated,  26  Aug.  62 

These  procedures  shall  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

(An  Jf5®se  amendments  are  made  under  the  authority  o 1  sections  307(c).  313(a),  and  601  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(c).  1354(a),  1421;  72  Stat.  749,  752,  775). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April  17, 1964. 


G.  S.  Moors, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 


[FJR.  Doc.  64-4087;  Filed,  May  20. 1064;  8:45  ajn.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  Docket  No.  5007;  Arndt.  7S1] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Models  707/720  Series 
Aircraft 

Amendment  681,  AD  64-3-2,  requires 
one-time  visual  inspection  of  wing  spar 
chords  on  the  Boeing  Models  707  and  720 
Series  aircraft.  Since  that  directive, 
further  investigation  has  brought  out 
that  metal  fatigue  occurred  in  the  wing 
upper  rear  spar  chord  after  10,000  hours’ 
time  in  service  on  several  aircraft  and 
stress  corrosion  occurred  in  the  wing 
upper  and  lower  front  spar  chords  on 
some  aircraft  delivered  before  October 
1062.  Accordingly,  this  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  to  require  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  front  and  rear  upper  and 
lower  wing  spar  chords  on  certain  air¬ 
craft  and  repair  if  cracks  are  found. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me 
by  the  Administrator  (25  Fit.  6489), 

S  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507),  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Boxing.  Applies  to  Models  707  and  720  Series 
aircraft. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Cracks  have  been  discovered  In  the  front 
and  rear  upper  and  lower  wing  spar  chords  on 
the  707/720  Series  aircraft.  Accordingly,  In 
the  Interest  of  safety  accomplish  the  follow¬ 
ing  or  an  equivalent  approved  by  FAA  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  Western 
Region: 

(a)  On  all  707-300  and  -400  Series  aircraft 
with  10,000  or  more  hours’  time  In  service  on 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD  or  upon  accumu¬ 
lation  of  10,000  hours*  time  In  service,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

( 1 )  Within  the  next  65  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  and 
thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  65  hours’ 
time  In  service  untU  the  X-ray  Inspection 
called  for  In  subparagraph  (a)  (2)  Is  accom¬ 
plished,  visually  Inspect  the  vertical  section 
of  the  wing  upper  rear  spar  chord  at  Wing 
Station  208  for  cracks. 

(2)  Within  550  hours’  time  In  service  after 
the  Initial  Inspection  required  In  subpara¬ 
graph  (a)  (1)  unless  already  accomplished, 
and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed 
1,100  hours’  time  In  service,  Inspect  using 
X-ray  for  crack  Indications  In  accordance 
with  Figure  1  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No. 
1064  (R-l) . 

(3)  If  crack  Indications  are  found  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  Inspections  described  In  subpara¬ 
graphs  (a)  (1)  or  (a)  (2) ,  remove  fastener  and 
confirm  Indication  by  eddy  current  Inspec¬ 
tion  or  dye  penetrant  Inspection  before  fur¬ 
ther  flight.  If  a  crack  less  than  1.75  Inches 
long  Is  confirmed  and  Is  confined  to  the  hori¬ 
zontal  leg  to  which  the  skin  is  attached,  re¬ 
pair  the  horizontal  leg  of  the  chord  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Boeing  Repair  Drawing  65-40140 
before  further  flight.  If  the  crack  Is  more 
than  1.75  Inches  long  or  extends  Into  the  ver¬ 
tical  leg  of  the  chord.  Incorporate  the  entire 
repair  of  the  chord  In  accordance  with  Boeing 
Drawing  65-40140,  or  an  Engineering  and 


Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Western  Region, 
approved  equivalent  before  further  flight. 

(4)  The  Inspections  noted  In  subpara¬ 
graphs  (a)  (1)  and  (a)(2)  may  be  discon¬ 
tinued  when  an  FAA-approved  preventative 
rework  as  published  in  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  No.  1064  (R-2) ,  or  subsequent 
FAA-approved  revisions  Is  Incorporated. 

(b)  On  all  707  and  720  Series  aircraft  de¬ 
livered  prior  to  October  1962,  accomplish  the 
following : 

(1)  On  707  and  720  Series  aircraft  which 
have  been  Inspected  In  accordance  with  AD 
64-8-2,  paragraph  (b),  visually  reinspect 
thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  6,000 
hours’  time  In  service  for  spanwlse  cracks  In 
the  wing  upper  and  lower  front  spar  chords 
between  front  spar  Station  727  and  the  pro¬ 
duction  break  fittings. 

(2)  If  a  crack  Is  detected,  repair  the 
cracked  spar  chord  In  accordance  with  Boeing 
front  spar  repair  drawing  65-40144  or  an 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA  Western  Region,  approved  equivalent 
before  further  flight. 

(c)  Upon  request  of  an  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  Inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Western  Region, 
may  adjust  the  repetitive  Inspection  Inter¬ 
vals  specified  In  this  AD  to  permit  compli¬ 
ance  at  an  established  Inspection  period  of 
the  operator  if  the  request  contains  sub¬ 
stantiating  data  to  Justify  the  increase  for 
such  operator. 

Note:  This  AD  supplements  but  does  not 

pqri pnl  AH  A A  Q  O 

(Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  1964  (R-2) 
covers  this  same  subject.)  -  , 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  21, 1964. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  14, 
1964. 

G.  S.  Moore, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-5045;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 

Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  show 
that  the  position,  Manpower  Adminis¬ 
trator,  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C. 
Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (17)  _  is 
added  to  paragraph  (a)  of  §  213.3315  as 
set  out  below. 

§213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secreary.  •  *  * 

(17)  The  Manpower  Administrator. 
***** 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended;  5 
Ofl.C.  631,  63;  E.O.  10577,  19  FJt.  7621,  3 
CFR,  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary*V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-5090;  Filed,  May  20.  1964; 
8:50  am.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  III — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  319— FOREIGN  QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart — Fruits  and  Vegetables 

Amendment  of  Administrative  Instruc¬ 
tions  and  Interpretation  re  Imports 
of  Certain  Fruits  Into  Guam 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred  by 
the  delegation  of  authority  in  28  F.R. 
12134  and  the  Fruits  and  Vegetables 
Notice  of  Quarantine  (Notice  of  Quaran¬ 
tine  No.  56,  7  CFR  319.56)  issued  under 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  1912,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  151  et  seq.) ,  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  7  CFR  319.56a(a)  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  319.56a  Administrative  instructions 
and  interpretation  relating  to  entry 
into  Guam  of  fruits  and  vegetables 
under  §  319.56. 

(а)  Only  the  following  fruits  and 
vegetables  may  be  imported  into  Guam 
without  treatment  and  they  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  requirements  of  this  subpart 
as  modified  by  this  section. 

(1)  All  fruits  and  vegetables  from  the 
Marianas  Islands. 

(2)  All  leafy  vegetables  and  root  crops 
from  the  Bonin  Islands,  Volcano  Islands, 
and  Ryukyu  Islands. 

(3)  All  fruits  and  vegetables  from  the 
Caroline  Islands,  except  bananas  and 
citrus  fruits,  and  except  taro  from  the 
Palau  and  Yap  districts  (the  excepted 
products  are  not  approved  for  entry  into 
Guam  under  §  319.56  without  treatment) . 

(4)  Stone  and  pome  fruits,  citrus 
iruits,  bananas,  grapes,  celery,  lettuce, 
parsley,  Brassica  chinensis,  melons, 
watermelons,  tomatoes,  bell  peppers, 
carrots,  string  beans,  potatoes,  and 
sweetpotatoes  from,  Japan  and  Korea. 

(5)  Leafy  vegetables,  celery,  and  pota¬ 
toes,  from  the  Philippine  Islands. 

(б)  Celery,  lettuce,  and  potatoes,  from 
Australia. 

(7)  Celery,  chives,  garlic,  leek,  onions, 
arrowroot,  kale,  cow-cabbage,  cauli¬ 
flower,  broccoli,  cabbage,  bean  sprouts, 
asparagus,  Portuguese  cabbage,  cassava, 
dasheen,  gingerroot,  horseradish,  kudzu, 
lettuce,  turnip,  udo,  water  chestnut, 
watercress,  waterlilyroot,  and  yam  bean 
root,  from  Taiwan  (Formosa) . 

(8)  Lettuce  from  Netherlands  New 
Guinea. 

(9)  Carrots,  celery,  lettuce,  loquats, 
onions,  persimmons,  potatoes,  tomatoes, 
and  stone  Iruits,  from  New  Zealand. 

(10)  Celery  and  lettuce,  from  Thai¬ 
land. 

(11)  Green  com  on  the  cob. 

(12)  All  other  fruits  and  vegetables 
administratively  approved  for  entry  into 
any  other  part  or  port  of  the  United 
States,  except  those  for  which  a  treat¬ 
ment  is  specified  as  a  condition  of  entry 
and  except  any  which  are  now,  or  may 
subsequently  be,  specifically  designated 
in  this  section  as  not  approved. 

(28  FH.  12134;  7  CFR  319.56.  Interprets  7 
CFR  319.56-2) 

This  amendment  clarifies  the  intent  of 
S  319.56a  as  to  treatment  requirements, 
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and  removes  hosts  of  the  oriental  fruit 
fly,  Dacus  dorsalis  Hendel,  from  foreign 
localities  infested  with  this  species,  from 
the  items  of  produce  authorized,  under 
§  319.56-2 (e)  of  the  regulations  supple¬ 
mental  to  the  Fruits  and  Vegetables 
Quarantine,  to  be  imported  into  Guam 
without  treatment.  This  authorization 
for  the  importation  of  such  hosts  was 
based  on  the  determination  that  such  im¬ 
portation  involved  no  pest  risk  because 
the  oriental  fruit  fly  already  exists  in 
Guam.  This  determination  was  reflected 
in  §  319.56a.  However,  now  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Guam  is  attempting  to  eradicate 
the  oriental  fruit  fly  from  that  island. 
This  fly  is  established  in  the  Bonin  Is¬ 
lands,  Volcano  Islands,  Ryukyu  Islands, 
Philippine  Islands,  and  Taiwan.  In  view 
of  the  eradication  program  in  Guam,  the 
importation  of  host  fruits  to  that  island 
from  such  infested  localities  now  involves 
a  pest  risk.  Treatment  of  such  fruits  is 
not  feasible  since  there  are  no  adequate 
treating  facilities  in  Guam.  Therefore 
the  Fruits  and  Vegetables  Quarantine 
and  the  regulations  supplemental  thereto 
in  practical  effect  prohibit  such  imports. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  eradication 
program  and  protect  Guam  from  reinfes¬ 
tation  by  the  oriental  fruit  fly,  these 
amendments  should  be  made  effective  as 
soon  as  possible.  Therefore,  pursuant  to 
section  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003) ,  it  is  found  upon  good 
cause  that  notice  and  other  public  pro¬ 
cedure  with  respect  to  the  amendments 
are  impracticable,  and  good  cause  is 
found  for  making  the  amendments  effec¬ 
tive  less  than  30  days  after  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  21, 1964. 

Done  at  Hyattsville,  Md.,  this  15th  day 
of  May  1964. 

[seal]  F.  A.  Johnston, 

Director,  Plant  Quarantine  Division. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-6074;  Tiled,  May  20,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Plum  Order  1] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 
PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Grades 

§  917.335  Plum  Order  1. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
Peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
°f  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Plum  Commodity 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 


said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  plums,  in  the 
manner  herein  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,' the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  infor¬ 
mation  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effec¬ 
tive  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a 
reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under  the 
circumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
not  later  than  the  date  hereinafter 
specified.  A  reasonable  determination  as 
to  the  supply  of,  and  the  demand  for, 
such  plums  must  await  the  development 
of  the  crop  thereof,  and  adequate  in¬ 
formation  thereon  was  not  available  to 
the  Plum  Commodity  Committee  until 
the  date  hereinafter  set  forth  on  which 
an  open  meeting  was  held,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  the  need 
for,  and  the  extent  of,  regulation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  such  plums.  Interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the 
period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  shipments  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  crop  of  such  plums  are  expected  to 
begin  on  or  about  the  effective  date  here¬ 
of;  this  section  should  be  applicable  to 
all  such  shipments  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 
the  provisions  of  this  section  are  identi¬ 
cal  with  the  aforesaid  recommendation 
of  the  committee;  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  plums;  and  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section  will 
not  require  of  handlers  any  preparation 
therefor  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof.  Such  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  was  held  on  April  28, 1964. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period 
beginning  at  12:01  ajn.,  P.s.t.,  May  22, 
1964,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
November  1,  1964,  no  shipper  shall  ship 
any  lot  of  packages  or  containers  of  any 
variety  of  plums  unless  such  plums 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1. 

(2)  Sectipn  917.143  of  the  rules  and 
regulations,  as  amended  (7  CFR  917.100 
et  seq.),  sets  forth  the  requirements 
with  respect  to  the  inspection  and 
certification  of  shipments  of  fruit  cov¬ 
ered  by  this  section.  Such  section  also 
prescribes  the  conditions  which  must  be 
met  if  any  shipment  is  to  be  made  with¬ 
out  prior  inspection  and  certification. 
Notwithstanding  that  shipments  may  be 
made  without  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion,  each  shipper  shall  comply  with  all 
grade  and  size  regulations  applicable  to 
the  respective  shipment. 


<3)  When  used  herein,  **U 13.  No.  1" 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  set  forth 
in  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Plums  and  Prunes  ($S  51.5126-1537  of 
this  title) ,  and  all  other  terms  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81,  as  amended;  7  UJS.C. 
601-874) 

Dated:  May  19,  1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-5166;  Plied,  May  20,  1964; 
11:23  ajn.j 


[Plum  Order  2] 

PART  917—  FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 

PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 

GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Sizes 
§917.336  Plum  Order  2  (Beauty). 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Plum  Com¬ 
modity  Committee,  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
the  limitation  of  shipments  of  plums  of 
the  variety  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  in 
the  manner  herein  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  section  is  based 
became  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  not  later  than 
the  date  hereinafter  specified.  A  reason¬ 
able  determination  as  to  the  supply  of, 
and  the  demand  for,  such  plums  must 
await  the  development  of  the  crop  there¬ 
of,  and  adequate  information  thereon 
was  not  available  to  the  Plum  Commod¬ 
ity  Committee  until  the  date  hereinafter 
set  forth  on  which  an  open  meeting  was 
held,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  the  need  for,  and  the  extent  of. 
regulation  of  shipments  of  such  plums. 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
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views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  here¬ 
in  were  promptly  submitted  to  the  De¬ 
partment  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
shipments  of  the  current  crop  of  such 
plums  are  expected  to  begin  on  or  about 
the  effective  date  hereof;  this  section 
should  be  applicable  to  all  such  ship¬ 
ments  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act;  the  provisions  of  this 
section  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee;  and 
Information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  plums  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  of  handlers  any 
preparation  therefor  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 
Such  committee  meeting  was  held  on 
April  28. 1964. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  am.,  P.s.t.,  May  22, 
1964.  and  ending  at  12:01  am.,  Ps.t., 
November  1,  1964,  no  shipper  shall  ship 
from  any  shipping  point  during  any  day 
any  package  or  container  of  Beauty 
plums,  except  to  the  extent  otherwise 
permited  under  this  paragraph,  unless: 

(1)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that, 
when  packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they 
will  pack  at  least  a  4  x  5  standard  pack; 
and 

(ii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest  and 
largest  plums  in  such  package  or  con¬ 
tainer  do  not  vary  more  than  one-fourth 
(%)  inch:  Provided,  That  a  total  of  not 
more  than  five  (5)  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  plums  in  the  package  or  container 
may  fail  to  meet  this  requirement. 

(2)  During  each  day  of  the  aforesaid 
period,  any  shipper  may  ship  from  any 
shipping  point  a  quantity  of  such  plums, 
by  number  of  packages  or  containers, 
which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than  the  size 
prescribed  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph  if  said  quantity  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  fifty  (50)  percent  of  the  number  of 
the  same  type  of  packages  or  containers 
of  plums  shipped  by  such  shipper  which 
meet  the  size  requirements  of  said  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  individual  packages  or 
containers  of  such  smaller  plums  in  each 
lot  of  such  plums  handled  shall,  except 
for  individual  shipments  of  not  more 
than  two-hundred  (200)  packages  or 
containers,  not  exceed  two-thirds  (%) 
of  the  total  packages  or  containers  of 
plums  in  such  lot,  and:  Provided  further. 
That  all  such  smaller  plums  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

(i)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that, 
when  packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they 
will  pack  at  least  5x5  standard  pack; 
and 

(ii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest  and 
largest  plums  in  the  package  or  con¬ 
tainer  do  not  vary  more  than  one-fourth 
(%)  inch:  Provided,  That  a  total  of  not 
more  than  five  (5)  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  plums  in  the  package  or  container 
may  fail  to  meet  this  requirement. 

(3)  If  any  shipper,  during  any  day  of 
the  aforesaid  period,  ships  from  any 
shipping  point  less  th^ui  the  maximum 
allowable  quantity  of  such  plums  that 
may  be  of  a  size  smaller  than  the  size 
prescribed  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 


paragraph,  the  quantity  of  such  under¬ 
shipment  may  be  shipped  by  such  shipper 
only  from  such  shipping  point. 

(4)  When  used  herein,  “standard 
pack”  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
set  forth  in  the  revised  United  States 
Standards  for  Plums  and  Prunes  (Fresh) 
($51.1520-1537  of  this  title) ;  “standard 
basket"  shall  mean  the  standard  basket 
set  forth  in  paragraph  1  of  section  828.1 
of  the  Agricultural  Code  of  California; 
“diameter"  shall  mean  the  distance 
through  the  widest  portion  of  the  cross 
section  of  a  plum  at  right  angles  to  a 
line  running  from  the  stem  to  the  blos¬ 
som  end;  and,  except  as  otherwise 
specified,  all  other  terms  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(5)  Section  917.143  of  the  rules  and 
regulations,  as  amended  (7  CFR  917.100 
et  seq.) ,  sets  forth  the  requirements  with 
respect  to  the  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  fruit  covered  by 
this  section.  Such  section  also  pre¬ 
scribes  the  conditions  which  must  be  met 
if  any  shipment  is  to  be  made  without 
prior  inspection  and  certification.  Not¬ 
withstanding  that  shipments  may  be 
made  without  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion,  each  shipper  shall  comply  with  all 
grade  and  size  regulations  applicable  to 
the  respective  shipment. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  19, 1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5167;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

11:23  a.m.] 


[Plum  Order  3] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 
PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Sizes 
§  917.337  Plum  Order  3  (Burmosa). 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFRJPart 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  Plum  Commodity 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  plums  of  the  va¬ 
riety  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  in  the 
manner  herein  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 


Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  section  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  not  later  than 
the  date  hereinafter  specified.  A  rea¬ 
sonable  determination  as  to  the  supply 
of,  and  the  demand  for,  such  plums  must 
await  the  development  of  the  crop 
thereof,  and  adequate  information 
thereon  was  not  available  to  the  Plum 
Commodity  Committee  until  the  date 
hereinafter  set  forth  oh  which  an  open 
meeting  was  held,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  the  need  for,  and  the 
extent  of,  regulation  of  shipments  of 
such  plums.  Interested  persons  were 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit  in¬ 
formation  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  shipments  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  crop  of  such  plums  are  expected 
to  begin  on  or  about  the  effective  date 
hereof;  this  section  should  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  such  shipments  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 
the  provisions  of  this  section  are  identi¬ 
cal  with  the  aforesaid  recommendation 
of  the  committee;  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  plums  and  compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  of  handlers  any  preparation  there¬ 
for  which  cannot  be  completed  by  the 
effective  time  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  April  28, 1964. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  am.,  P.s.t.,  May  22, 1964, 
and  ending  at  12:01  am.,  P.s.t.,  November 
1,  1964,  no  shipper  shall  ship  any  pack¬ 
age  or  container  of  Burmosa  plums,  un¬ 
less: 

(1)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that,  when 
packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they  will 
pack  at  least  a  4  x  4  standard  pack ;  and 

(ii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest  and 
largest  plums  in  such  package  or  contain¬ 
er  do  not  vary  more  than  one-fourth  (  Y*) 
inch:  Provided,  That  a  total  of  not  more 
than  five  (5)  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
plums  in  the  package  or  container  may 
fail  to  meet  this  requirement. 

(2)  During  each  day  of  the  aforesaid 
period,  any  shipper  may  ship  from  any 
shipping  point  a  quantity  of  such  plums, 
by  number  of  packages  or  containers, 
which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than  the  size 
prescribed  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph  if  said  quantity  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  fifty  (50)  percent  of  the  number  of 
the  same  type  of  packages  or  containers 
of  plums  shipped  by  such  shipper  which 
meet  the  size  requirements  of  said  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  all  such  smaller  plums  meet 
the  following  requirements: 

(i)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that,  when 
packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they  will 
pack  at  least  a  4  x  5  standard  pack;  and 
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(ii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest  and 
largest  plums  in  the  package  or  container 
do  not  vary  more  than  one-fourth  (ft) 
inch:  Provided,  That  a  total  of  not  more 
than  five  (5)  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
plums  in  the  package  or  container  may 
fail  to  meet  this  requirement. 

(3)  If  any  shipper,  during  any  day  of 
the  aforesaid  period,  ships  from  any  ship, 
ping  point  less  than  the  maximum  al¬ 
lowable  quantity  of  such  plums  that  may 
be  of  a  size  smaller  than  the  size  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  quantity  of  such  undership¬ 
ment  may  be  shipped  by  such  shipper 
only  from  such  shipping  point. 

(4)  When  used  herein,  “standard 
pack"  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
set  forth  in  the  revised  United  States 
Standards  for  Plums  and  Primes  (Fresh) 
(55  51.1520-1537  of  this  title) ;  “standard 
basket"  shall  mean  the  standard  basket 
set  forth  in  paragraph  1  of  section  828.1 
of  the  Agricultural  Code  of  California; 
“diameter"  shall  mean  the  distance 
through  the  widest  portion  of  the  cross 
section  of  a  plum  at  right  angles  to 
a  line  running  from  the  stem  to  the 
blossom  end;  and,  except  as  otherwise 
specified,  all  other  terms  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(5)  Section  917.143  of  the  rules  and 
regulations,  as  amended  (7  CFR  917.100 
et  seq.) ,  sets  forth  the  requirements  with 
respect  to  the  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  fruit  covered  by  this 
regulation.  Such  section  also  prescribes 
the  conditions  which  must  be  met  if 
any  shipment  is  to  be  made  without  prior 
inspection  and  certification.  Notwith¬ 
standing  that  shipments  may  be  made 
without  inspection  and  certification,  each 
shipper  shall  comply  with  all  grade  and 
size  regulations  applicable  to  the  re¬ 
spective  shipment. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  19, 1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(PH.  Doc.  64-5168;  Plied,  May  20,  1964; 

11:23  ajn.] 


PART  929— CRANBERRIES  GROWN 
IN  THE  STATES  OF  MASSACHU¬ 
SETTS,  RHODE  ISLAND,  CONNECTI¬ 
CUT,  NEW  JERSEY,  WISCONSIN, 
MICHIGAN,  MINNESOTA,  ORE¬ 
GON,  WASHINGTON,  AND  LONG 
ISLAND  IN  THE  STATE  OF  NEW 
YORK 

Order  Amending  the  Order 
Regulating  Handling 

§  929.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  made  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  the  order;  and  all  of  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  a  farmed  except  in- 
No.  loo - 3 


sofar  as  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  be  in  conflict  with  the  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  tiie  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  effective  thereunder  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
in  the  Cafeteria  Room,  Memorial  Town 
Hall,  Marion  Road,  Wareham,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  on  February  10, 1964;  and  con¬ 
tinued  in  the  Mt.  Laurel  Room,  Holiday 
Motel,  Exit  4,  New  Jersey  Turnpike, 
Moores  town,  New  Jersey,  on  February 
12;  and- in  the  Courthouse  Auditorium, 
Wood  County  Courthouse,  400  Market 
Street,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wisconsin,  on 
February  14,  upon  proposed  amendments 
to  the  marketing  agreement  and  Order 
No.  929  (7  CFR  Part  929) ,  regulating  the 
handling  of  cranberries  grown  in  the 
States  of  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Wisconsin, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Long  Island  in  the  State  of 
New  York.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  order  as  hereby  amended,  and 
all  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act; 

(2)  The  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  cranberries 
grown  in  the  production  area  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
commercial  or  industrial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  the  marketing  agreement  and 
order  upon  which  hearings  have  been 
held; 

(3)  The  order  as  hereby  amended  is 
limited  in  application  to  the  smallest  re¬ 
gional  production  area  which  is  practi¬ 
cable,  consistently  with  carrying  out  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  and  the  is¬ 
suance  of  several  orders  applicable  to 
subdivisions  of  the  production  area  would 
not  effectively  carry  out  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act; 

(4)  There  are  no  differences  in  the 
production  and  marketing  of  cranberries 
grown  in  the  production  area  which  make 
necessary  different  terms  applicable  to 
different  parts  of  such  area;  and 

(5)  All  handling  of  cranberries  grown 
in  the  production  area,  as  defined  in  the 
order  as  hereby  amended,  is  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  of  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  or 
directly  burdens,  obstructs,  or  affects 
such  commerce. 

(b)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  agreement  amending  the 
marketing  agreement  regulating  the 
handling  of  cranberries  grown  in  the 
States  of  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Wisconsin, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Oregon,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Long  Island  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  upon  which  the  aforesaid  public 
hearing  was  held,  has  been  signed  by 
handlers  (excluding  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciations  of  producers  who  were  not  en¬ 
gaged  in  processing,  distributing,  or 
shipping  the  cranberries  covered  by  this 
order)  who,  during  the  period  beginning 
August  1,  1963,  through  March  31,  1964, 
handled  more  than  50  percent  of  the 


volume  of  cranberries  covered  by  the 
order,  as  hereby  amended; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order,  amend¬ 
ing  the  aforesaid  order,  is  favored  or 
approved  by  at  least  two-thirds  of  the 
producers  who  participated  in  a  refer¬ 
endum  on  the  question  of  its  approval 
and  who,  during  the  determined  repre¬ 
sentative  period  (August  1, 1963,  through 
March  31,  1964),  were  engaged  in  the 
production  area  specified  in  the  order, 
in  the  production  of  cranberries  for 
market;  such  producers,  having  also 
produced  for  market  at  least  two-thirds 
of  the  volume  of  cranberries  represented 
in  such  referendum. 

(3)  The  issuance  of  this  order,  amend¬ 
ing  the  aforesaid  order,  is  favored  or 
approved  by  processors  who,  during  the 
determined  representative  period  (Au¬ 
gust  1,  1963,  through  March  31,  1964), 
canned  or  froze  within  the  production 
area  more  than  50  percent  of  the  total 
volume  of  cranberries  that  was  so  canned 
or  frozen. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered.  That,  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  all  han¬ 
dling  of  cranberries  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  shall  be  in  conformity  to, 
and  in  compliance  with,  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  said  order  as  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  929.54,  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised,  and 
paragraph  (d)  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  929.54  Withholding. 

(a)  Whenever  the  Secretary  has  fixed 
the  free  and  restricted  percentages  for 
any  fiscal  period,  as  provided  for  in 
§  929.52(a),  each  handler  shall  withhold 
from  handling  a  portion  of  the  cran¬ 
berries  he  acquires  during  such  period: 
Provided,  That  such  withholding  re¬ 
quirement  shall  not  apply  to  any  lot  of 
cranberries  for  which  such  withholding 
requirement  previously  has  been  met  by 
another  handler  in  accordance  with 
§  929.55.  The  withheld  portion  shall  be 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  products  ob¬ 
tained  by  multiplying  each  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  quantities,  as  applicable,  by  the 
restricted  percentage: 

(1)  The  quantity  of  screened  cran¬ 
berries  acquired; 

(2)  The  quantity  of  cranberries 
screened  from  unscreened  lots  of  cran¬ 
berries  acquired;  and 

(3)  The  quantity  of  screened  cran¬ 
berries  contained  in  lots  acquired  but 
which  are  not  screened  prior  to  the  time 
fixed  by  the  Secretary  for  handlers  to 
meet  all  withholding  obligations.  The 
committee,  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  shall  prescribe  uniform  rules  to 
be  followed  in  determining  the  quantity 
of  screened  cranberries  in  each  lot  of 
unscreened  cranberries. 

(b)  The  committee,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  shall  prescribe  the 
manner  in  which,  and  date  or  dates  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  period  by  which,  handlers 
shall  have  complied  with  the  withhold¬ 
ing  requirements  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(d)  Any  handler  who  withholds  from 
handling  a  quantity  of  cranberries  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  that  required  pursuant  to  para- 
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graph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  have  such 
excess  quantity  credited  toward  the  next 
fiscal  year’s  withholding  obligation,  if 
any,  of  such  handler:  Provided,  That 
such  credit  shall  be  applicable  only  (1)  if 
the  restricted  percentage  established 
pursuant  to  S  929.52  was  modified  pur¬ 
suant  to  S  929.53;  (2)  to  the  extent  such 
excess  was  disposed  of  prior  to  such 
modification;  and  (3)  after  such  handler 
furnishes  the  committee  with  such  in¬ 
formation  as  it  prescribes  regarding  such 
withholding  and  disposition. 

2.  The  provisions  of  S  929.56  Special 
provisions  relating  to  withheld  ( re¬ 
stricted )  cranberries  are  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  929.56  Special  provisions  relating  to 
withheld  (restricted)  cranberries. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  directed  by 
the  Secretary,  as  near  as  practicable  to 
the  beginning  of  the  marketing  season  of 
each  fiscal  period  with  respect  to  which 
the  marketing  policy  proposes  regulation 
pursuant  to  S  929.52(a),  the  committee 
shall  determine  the  amount  per  barrel 
each  handler  shall  deposit  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  it  to  release  to  him,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
all  or  part  of  the  cranberries  he  is  with¬ 
holding;  and  the  committee  shall  give 
notice  of  such  amount  of  deposit  to 
handlers.  Such  notice  shall  state  the 
period  during  which  such  amount  of  de¬ 
posit  shall  be  in  effect.  Whenever  the 
committee  determines  that,  by  reason 
of  changed  conditions  or  otherwise,  a 
different  amount  should  thereafter  be  de¬ 
posited  for  the  release  of  withheld  cran¬ 
berries,  it  shall  give  notice  to  handlers  of 
the  new  amount  and  the  effective  period 
thereof.  Each  determination  as  to  the 
amount  of  deposit  shall  be  on  the  basis 
of  the  committee’s  evaluation  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  factors:  (1)  The  prices  at  which 
growers  are  selling  cranberries  to  han¬ 
dlers,  (2)  the  prices  at  which  handlers 
are  selling  fresh  market  cranberries  to 
dealers,  (3)  the  prices  at  which  cranber¬ 
ries  are  being  sold  for  processing  into 
products,  and  (4)  the  prices  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  paid  to  purchase  cranberries 
to  replace  released  cranberries  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  section. 

(b)  Any  handler  may  make  a  written 
request  to  the  committee  for  the  release 
of  all  or  part  of  the  cranberries  he  is 
withholding  from  handling  pursuant  to 
9  929.54(a).  Each  such  request  shall 
state,  in  addition  to  all  other  information 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  committee, 
the  quantity  of  cranberries  for  which 
release  is  requested  and  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  deposit  (in  cash,  or  a 
cashier’s  or  certified  check  made  payable 
to  the  Cranberry  Marketing  Committee) 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  product  of 
the  number  of  barrels  stated  in  the  re¬ 
quest  multiplied  by  the  then  effective 
amount  per  barrel  to  be  deposited.  If 
the  committee  determines  such  request  is 
properly  filled  out,  is  accompanied  by 
the  required  deposit,  and  contains  a  cer¬ 
tification  that  the  handler  is  withholding 
such  cranberries.  It  shall  release  to  such 
handler  the  quantity  of  cranberries  spec¬ 
ified  in  his  request.  Such  determination 
shall  be  made  not  later  than  72  hours 


after  the  request  Is  received  by  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

(c)  Funds  deposited  for  the  release  of 
withheld  cranberries,  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  shall  be  used 
by  the  committee  to  purchase  from  han¬ 
dlers  unrestricted  (free  percentage) 
cranberries  in  an  aggregate  amount  as 
nearly  equal  to,  but  not  in  excess  of,  the 
total  quantity  of  the  released  cran¬ 
berries  as  it  is  possible  to  purchase  to 
replace  the  released  cranberries.  All 
handlers  shall  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  participate  in  such  purchase.  If  a 
larger  quantity  is  offered  than  can  be 
purchased,  the  purchases  shall  be  made 
at  the  lowest  prices  possible.  If  two  or 
more  handlers  offer  at  the  same  price, 
purchases  from  such  handlers  shall  be  in 
proportion  to  the  quantity  of  their  re¬ 
spective  offerings  insofar  as  such  divi¬ 
sion  is  practicable.  The  cranberries  so 
purchased  shall  be  disposed  of  by  the 
committee  as  restricted  cranberries  in 
accordance  with  §  929.57.  Any  funds  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  committee  for  cranberries 
so  disposed  of,  which  are  in  excess  of  the 
costs  incurred  by  the  committee  in  mak¬ 
ing  such  disposition,  shall  be  paid  or 
credited  proportionately  to  handlers  on 
the  basis  of  the  volume  of  cranberries 
withheld  by  each  handler. 

(d)  In  the  event  any  portion  of  the 
funds  deposited  with  the  committee  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
cannot,  for  reasons  beyond  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  control,  be  expended  to  purchase 
unrestricted  (free  percentage)  cran¬ 
berries  to  replace  those  released,  such 
unexpended  funds  shall,  after  deduct¬ 
ing  expenses  incurred  by  the  committee 
in  connection  with  the  purchase  and  dis¬ 
position  of  cranberries  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section,  be  paid  or 
credited  proportionately  to  handlers  on 
the  basis  of  the  volume  of  cranberries 
withheld  by  each  handler. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-874) 

Dated,  May  18,  1964,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

George  L.  Mehren, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PE.  Doc.  64-5052;  Plied,  May,  20.  1964; 

8:46  am.] ' 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1964-Crop 
’  Barley  Supp.] 

PART  1421 — GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1964-Crop  Barley  Loan 
and  Purchase  Program 

The  General  Regulations  Governing 
Price  Support  for  the  1964  and  Subse¬ 
quent  Crops  (29  F.R.  2686)  issued  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  which 
contain  regulations  of  a  general  nature 
with  respect  to  price  support  loan  and 


purchase  operations  are  supplemented 
for  the  1964-crop  of  barley  as  follows: 
Sec. 

1421.2221  Purpose. 

1421.2222  Availability. 

1421.2223  Compliance  requirements. 

1421.2224  Eligible  barley. 

1421.2225  Determination  of  quality. 

1421.2226  Determination  of  quantity. 

1421.2227  Warehouse  receipts. 

1421.2228  Service  charges. 

1421.2229  Warehouse  charges. 

1421.2230  Maturity  of  loans. 

1421 .2231  Support  rates. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  subpart 
issued  under  see.  4,  62  Stat.  1070  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62 
Stat.  1072,  secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051  as 
amended;  15  UJ3.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441. 

§1421.2221  Purpose.  - 

This  subpart  contains  additional  pro¬ 
gram  provisions  which,  together  with 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  General 
Regulations  Governing  Price  Support  for 
the  1964  and  Subsequent  Crops  and  any 
amendments  thereto,  apply  to  loans  and 
purchases  for  1964  crop  barley.  (Such 
regulations  are  referred  to  herein  as 
“General  Regulations”.) 

§  1421.2222  Availability. 

Producers  desiring  price  support  must 
file  an  application  not  later  than  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1965.  Loans  will  be  available 
through  January  31,  1965  in  States  hav¬ 
ing  a  maturity  date  of  February  28  or 
March  10,  1965,  and  through  March  31, 
1965,  in  States  having  a  maturity  date 
of  April  30, 1965. 

§  1421.2223  Compliance  requirements. 

(a)  A  producer  shall  not  be  eligible 
for  a  loan  or  purchase  unless  he  is  eligi¬ 
ble  to  receive  a  price  support  payment 
on  barley  of  the  1964  crop  under  the 

1964  and  1965  Feed  Grain  Program  Reg¬ 
ulations  (29  F.R.  590  and  any  amend¬ 
ments  thereto)  on  the  farm  on  which  the 
barley  tendered  for  loan  or  purchase  is 
produced,  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  The  requirements  of  this  section 
shall  not  be  applicable  to  barley  pro¬ 
duced  in  Alaska  or  in  any  other  area  of 
the  United  States  where  the  1964  and 

1965  Feed  Grain  Program  is  not  appli¬ 
cable  on  barley  of  the  1964  crop  and  price 
support  payments  are  not  made  on  such 
barley  because  of  an  emergency  created 
by  drought  or  other  disaster  or  in  order 
to  prevent  or  alleviate  a  shortage  in  the 
supply  of  the  commodity. 

(c)  A  producer  shall  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  ineligible  for  a  loan  or  purchase 
on  barley  because  he  has  not  received  a 
price  support  payment  on  barley  of  the 
1964  crop  under  the  1964  and  1965  Feed 
Grain  Program  Regulations  if  he  would 
be  eligible  for  a  payment  except  for  the 
fact  that  (1)  he  has  declined  a  price 
support  payment  or  (2)  the  barley  has 
been  produced  on  land  owned  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  and  leased  subject  to 
restrictions  prohibiting  the  receipt  of 
Federal  payments  for  diversion  of  acre¬ 
age  but  not  prohibiting  the  production 
of  barley. 

§1421.2224  Eligible  barky. 

(a)  General.  The  barley  must  be 
merchantable  for  food  or  feed  or  for 
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other  uses  as  determined  by  CCC,  and  centage  difference  between  the  moisture  on  the  supplemental  certificate  shall 
must  not  contain  mercurial  compounds  content  of  the  barley,  when  received,  supersede  the  entries  for  such  items  on 
or  other  substances  poisonous  to  man  or  and  14.5  (13.5  if  Western  Barley)  per*  the  warehouse  receipt, 
animals  in  order  to  be  eligible  for  price  cent.  (d)  Liens.  The  warehouse  receipts 

support.  (b)  On  farm.  The  quantity  eligible  may  be  subject  to  liens  for  warehouse 

(b)  Warehouse  stored  loan  grade  re -  to  be  placed  under  farm  storage  loan  charges  only  to  the  extent  indicated  in 


quirements.  Barley  to  be  placed  under 
a  warehouse  storage  loan  must  also  meet 
the  following  requirements: 

(1)  The  barley  must  grade  No.  5  or 
better,  except  that  (i)  the  barley  may 
be  of  any  class  grading  “Sample”  on  the 
factor  of  total  damage  (except  heat 
damage) ,  and  on  the  factor  of  moisture 
providing  the  provisions  of  subpara* 
graph  (4)  of  this  paragraph  are  complied 
with,  (il)  Western  Barley  shall  have  a 
test  weight  of  not  less  than  36  pounds 
per  bushel,  and  (iil)  the  barley  may 
have  the  following  special  grade  desig¬ 
nations:  “Garlicky”  and  in  the  State 
of  Alaska  only,  “Tough.”  The  provisions 
of  subparagraph  (4)  of  this  paragraph 
are  not  applicable  to  barley  produced  in 
Alaska; 

(2)  Barley  must  not  grade  Stained  if 
Western  Barley,  Blighted,  Bleached, 
Ergoty,  or  Smutty; 

(3)  Barley  must  not  grade  Weevily 
unless  the  warehouse  receipt  is  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  supplemental  certificate 
which  indicates  the  warehouseman  will 
deliver  barley  which  does  not  contain 
such  designation  and  which  is  otherwise 
of  an  eligible  grade  and  quality.  When 
the  warehouse  receipt  shows  “Weevily”, 
the  grade,  grading  factors,  and  the  quan¬ 
tity  shown  on  the  supplemental  cer¬ 
tificate  must  be  as  specified  in  S  1421.- 
2227(c); 

(4)  Barley  cannot  contain  over  14.5 
(13.5  if  Western  Barley)  percent  mois¬ 
ture  unless  the  warehouse  receipt  is  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  supplemental  certificate 
which  indicates  the  warehouseman  will 
deliver  barley  containing  not  over  14.5 
(13.5  if  Western  Barley)  percent  mois¬ 
ture  and  which  is  otherwise  of  an  eligible 
quality.  The  grade,  grading  factors  and 
the  quantity  shown  on  the  supplemental 
certificate  must  be  as  specified  in  8  1421.- 
2227(c). 

§  1421.2225  Determination  of  quality. 

The  class,  grade,  grading  factors  and 
all  other  quality  factors  shall  be  based 
on  the  Official  Grain  Standards  of  the 
United  States  for  barley,  whether  or 
not  such  determinations  are  made  on  the 
basis  of  an  official  inspection. 

§  1421.2226  Determination  of  quantity. 

When  the  quantity  is  determined  by 
weight,  a  bushel  shall  be  48  pounds  of 
barley  free  of  dockage. 

(a)  In  warehouse.  The  quantity  of 
barley  on  which  a  warehouse  storage 
loan  shall  be  made  and  the  quantity  de¬ 
livered  to  or  acquired  by  CCC  in  an  ap¬ 
proved  warehouse  shall  be  the  net  weight 
specified  on  the  warehouse  receipt  or  on 
the  supplemental  certificate,  if  appli¬ 
cable.  If  the  barley  has  been  dried  or 
blended  to  reduce  the  moisture  content, 
the  quantity  specified  on  the  warehouse 
receipt  or  the  supplemental  certificate,  if 
applicable,  shall  represent  the  quantity 
after  drying  or  blending,  and  such  quan¬ 
tity  shall  reflect  a  minimum  shrink  in 
the  receiving  weight  of  1.2  times  the  per- 


shall  be  determined  in  accordance  with 
8  1421.67  of  the  general  regulations.  The 
quantity  acquired  by  CCC  from  farm 
storage  under  a  loan  or  purchase  shall  be 
determined  by  weight.  In  determining 
the  quantity  of  sacked  barley  a  deduc¬ 
tion  of  %  of  a  pound  per  sack  shall  be 
made. 

(c)  Dockage.  When  the  quantity  is 
determined  by  weight,  the  percentage  of 
dockage  shall  be  determined  and  the 
weight  of  such  dockage  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  gross  weight  in  determining  the 
net  quantity. 

§  1421.2227  Warehouse  receipts. 

Warehouse  receipts  tendered  to  CCC 
in  connection  with  a  loan  or  purchase 
must  meet  the  requirements  of  this 
section. 

(a)  Separate  receipt.  A  separate 
warehouse  receipt  must  be  submitted 
for  each  grade  and  class  of  barley. 

(b)  Entries.  Each  warehouse  receipt, 
or  the  warehouseman’s  supplemental  cer¬ 
tificate  (in  duplicate)  properly  identified 
with  the  warehouse  receipt,  must  show: 
(1)  Gross  weight  and  net  bushels,  (2) 
class,  (3)  grade  (including  special 
grades) ,  (4)  test  weight,  (5)  moisture  if 
above  14.5  (13.5  if  Western  Barley)  per¬ 
cent,  (6)  dockage,  (7)  any  other  grading 
factor(s)  when  such  factor(s)  and  not 
test  weight  determine  the  grade  and 
(8)  whether  the  barley  arrived  by  rail, 
truck  or  barge. 

(c)  Where  warehouse  receipt  shoves 
“Weevily'*  or  excess  moisture.  If  a  ware¬ 
house  receipt  tendered  for  loan  indicates 
the  barley  grades  “Weevily”  or  contains 
over  14.5  (13.5  if  Western  Barley)  per¬ 
cent  moisture  the  warehouse  receipt  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supplemental  cer¬ 
tificate  as  provided  in  §  1421.2224(b)  in 
order  for  the  barley  to  be  eligible  for  price 
support.  The  grade,  grading  factors,  and 
the  quantity  to  be  delivered  must  be 
shown  on  the  supplemental  certificate  as 
follows:  (1)  When  the  warehouse  re¬ 
ceipt  shows  “Weevily”  and  the  barley  has 
been  conditioned  to  correct  the  “Weevily” 
condition,  the  supplemental  certificate 
must  show  the  same  grade  without  the 
“Weevily”  designation  and  the  same 
grading  factors  and  quantity  as  shown  on 
the  warehouse  receipt;  (2)  when  the 
warehouse  receipt  indicates  a  moisture 
content  of  over  14.5  (13.5  if  Western 
Barley)  percent  and  the  barley  has  been 
dried  or  blended,  the  supplemental  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  the  grade,  grading 
factors,  and  quantity  after  drying  or 
blending  the  barley  to  a  moisture  content 
of  not  over  14.5  (13.5  if  Western  Barley) 
percent.  The  quantity  shown  shall  re¬ 
flect  a  drying  or  blending  shrink  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  9  1421.2226;  (3)  the  supplemental 
certificate  must  state  that  no  lien  for 
processing  will  be  claimed  by  the  ware¬ 
houseman  from  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  or  any  subsequent  holder  of 
the  warehouse  receipt;  (4)  in  the  case  of 
conditions  specified  in  subparagraphs 
(1)  and  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  the  grade, 
grading  factors,  and  the  quantity  shown 


9  1421.2229. 

(e)  Freight  bill  requirements.  Ware¬ 
house  receipts  representing  barley  which 
has  been  shipped  by  rail  or  water  from 
a  country  shipping  point  to  a  designated 
terminal  point,  or  shipped  by  rail  or 
water  from  a  country  shipping  point  to 
a  storage  point  and  stored  in  transit  to 
a  designated  terminal  point,  must  be 
accompanied  by  registered  freight  bills 
or  by  a  certificate  containing  similar  in¬ 
formation.  These  registered  freight 
bills  or  certificates  must  be  representa¬ 
tive  as  to  origin  and  date  of  movement 
of  the  barley  and  must  reflect  the  total 
freight  from  origin  to  the  designated 
terminal  point  including  penalty  for  out- 
of-line  haul,  if  any.  The  form  of  these 
certificates  shall  be  prescribed  by  the 
ASCS  commodity  office  and  shall  be 
signed  by  the  warehouseman  and  may 
be  made  a  part  of  the  supplemental 
certificate. 

§  1421.2228  Service  charges. 

A  charge  of  one-half  cent  per  bushel 
will  be  made  for  the  quantity  acquired 
by  CCC  and  such  charge  shall  be  handled 
in  accordance  with  8  1421.60(b)  of  the 
general  regulations. 

§  1421.2229  Warehouse  charges. 

(a)  Handling  and  storage  liens. 
Warehouse  receipts  and  the  barley  rep¬ 
resented  thereby  stored  in  approved 
warehouses  operating  under  the  Uniform 
Grain  Storage  Agreement  may  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  liens  for  warehouse  handling  and 
storage  charges  at  not  to  exceed  the 
Uniform  Grain  Storage  Agreement  rates 
from  the  date  the  barley  is  deposited  in 
the  warehouse  for  storage.  Warehouse 
receipts  and  the  barley  represented 
thereby  stored  in  approved  warehouses 
operated  by  Eastern  common  carriers 
may  be  subject  to  liens  for  warehouse 
elevation  (receiving  and  delivering)  and 
storage  charges  from  the  date  of  deposit 
at  rates  approved  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  In  no  event  shall  a 
warehouseman  be  entitled  to  satisfy  the 
lien  by  sale  of  the  barley  when  CCC  is 
holder  of  the  warehouse  receipt. 

(b)  . Deduction  of  storage  charges — 
VGSA  warehouses.  The  table  shown  be¬ 
low  provides  the  deduction  for  storage 
charges  to  be  made  from  the  amount  of 
the  loan  or  purchase  price  in  the  case  of 
barley  stored  in  an  approved  warehouse 
operated  under  the  Uniform  Grain  Stor¬ 
age  Agreement.  Such  deduction  shall  be 
based  on  entries  shown  on  the  warehouse 
receipts.  If  written  evidence  is  submitted 
with  the  warehouse  receipt  that  all  ware¬ 
house  charges  except  receiving  and  load¬ 
ing  out  charges  have  been  prepaid 
through  the  applicable  loan  maturity 
date,  no  storage  deductions  shall  be 
made.  If  such  written  evidence  is  not 
submitted,  the  date  to  be  used  for  com¬ 
puting  the  storage  deduction  on  barley 
stored  in  approved  warehouses  operating 
under  the  Uniform  Grain  Storage  Agree¬ 
ment  shall  be  the  latest  of  the  following: 
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(1)  The  date  of  deposit,  (2)  the  date 
storage  charges  start,  or  (3)  the  day 
following  the  date  through  which  the 


storage  charges  have  been  paid.  If  none 
of  the  foregoing  dates  is  shown,  the  date 
of  the  warehouse  receipt  shall  be  used. 


Schedule  or  Deductions  foe  Storage  Charges  bt  Maturity  Dates 


Deduction'  (oents  per 
bushel) 


Maturity  date  of  Feb.  28, 
1966 


Maturity  date  of  Mar.  10, 
IMS 


Maturity  date  of  Apr.  80, 
1965 


0)  (•)  0) 

13 . .  Prior  to  May  29, 1964. 

12 . Prior  to  Apr.  25, 1964 _  Prior  to  May  6, 1964 .  May  29-June  24, 1964. 

11 _  Apr.  26-May  21, 1964 _  May  5-May  31, 1964 _  June  25-Joly  21,  1964. 

10 _  May  22- June  17, 1964 _  June  1-June  27,  1964 _  July  22-Aug.  17, 1964. 

• _  June  16-July  14, 1964 _  June  28-July  24,  1964 _  Aug.  18-Sept.  13, 1964. 

8 _  July  16-Aug.  10, 1964 .  July  25- Aug.  20, 1964 .  8ept.  14-Oct.  10, 1964. 

7 _  Aug.  11-Sept.  6, 1964 .  Aug.  21-Sept.  16, 1964 .  Oct.  11-Nov.  6, 1964. 

6 _  Sept.  7-Oct.  3, 1964 .  Sept.  17-Oct.  13, 1964 .  Nov.  7-Dec.  3, 1964. 

8... .  Oct.  4-Oct.  30, 1964 _  Oct.  14-Nov.  9, 1964„„ _  Dec.  4-Dec.  30, 1964. 

4 _  Oct.  81-Nov.  28, 1964 _  Nov.  10-Dec.  6, 1964 _ Dec.  31, 1964-Jan.  26, 1965, 

3 _  Nov.  27-Dec.  23, 1964 .  Dec.  7, 1964-Jan.  2, 1965 .  Jan.  27-Feb.  22, 1966. 

2 .  Dec.  24, 1964-Jan.  19, 1966...  Jan.  3-Jan.  29, 1965 .  Feb.  23-Mar.  21, 1965. 

1 _ _  Jan.  20-Feb.  28, 1965 .  Jan.  30-Mar.  10, 1965 .  Mar.  22-Apr.  30, 1965. 


•  Date  storage  charges  start,  all  dates  inclusive. 

(c)  Deduction  of  storage  charges ; 
Eastern  common  carriers.  In  the  case  of 
barley  stored  in  an  approved  warehouse 
operated  by  an  Eastern  common  carrier, 
there  shall  be  deducted  In  computing  the 
loan  or  purchase  price  the  amount  of 
the  approved  tariff  rate  for  storage  (not 
including  elevation) ,  which  will  accumu¬ 
late  from  the  date  of  deposit  through  the 
applicable  maturity  date  unless  written 
evidence  is  submitted  with  the  warehouse 
receipt  that  such  charges  have  been  pre¬ 
paid.  The  county  office  shall  request 
the  ASCS  commodity  office  to  determine 
the  amount  of  such  charges.  Where 
the  producer  presents  evidence  showing 
the  elevation  charges  have  been  prepaid, 
the  amount  of  the  storage  charges  to 
be  deducted  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  the  elevation  charges  prepaid 
by  the  producer. 

g  1421.2230  Maturity  of  loans. 

Loans  mature  on  demand  but  not  later 
than:  February  28, 1965,  on  barley  stored 
in  the  States  of  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Del¬ 
aware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Maryland,  Mississippi,  New 
Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia;  March  10, 1965,  on  barley 
stored  in  Arizona  and  California;  and 
April  30,  1965,  on  barley  stored  in  all 
other  States. 

§  1421.2231  Support  rates. 


terminal  market  for  any  barley  shipped 
at  other  than  the  domestic  interstate 
freight  rate  shall  be  reduced  by  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  freight  rate  paid 
and  the  domestic  interstate  freight  rate. 

( 2 )  The  basic  support  rates  established 
for  designated  terminal  markets  also  ap¬ 
ply  to  barley  which  has  been  shipped  by 
rail  or  water  from  a  country  shipping 
point  to  one  of  the  designated  terminal 
markets,  as  evidenced  by  paid  freight  bills 
duly  registered  for  transit  privileges.  In 
the  event  the  amount  of  paid-in  freight 
is  insufficient  to  guarantee  the  minimum 
proportional  domestic  interstate  freight 
rate,  if  any,  from  the  terminal  market  to 
a  recognized  market  determined  by  the 
appropriate  ASCS  commodity  office, 
there  shall  be  deducted  from  the  appli¬ 
cable  basic  support  rate  the  difference 
between  the  amount  of  freight  actually 
paid  in  and  the  amount  required  to  be 
paid  in  to  guarantee  out-bound  move¬ 
ment  at  the  minimum  proportional  do¬ 
mestic  interstate  freight  rate.  If  the 
barley  is  stored  at  any  designated  termi¬ 
nal  market  and  neither  registered  freight 
bills  nor  registered  freight  certificates 
are  presented,  the  basic  support  rate 
shall  be  reduced  by  the  actual  amount  of 
paid-in  freight  required  to  guarantee  the 
proportional  outbound  rate  from  the 
terminal  market  to  a  recognized  market 
determined  by  the  appropriate  ASCS 
commodity  office. 

(3)  In  determining  the  support  rate 


Baton  Rouge  and  New  Orleans,  La. 

Baltimore,  Md. 

Duluth.  Minn. 

Astoria  and  Portland,  Or  eg. 

Albany  and  New  York,  N.Y. 

Philadelphia.  Pa. 

Beaumont,  Galveston,  Houston,  and  Port  Ar¬ 
thur,  Tex. 

Norfolk,  Va. 

Kalama,  Longview,  Seattle,  Tacoma,  and  Van¬ 
couver,  Wash. 

Superior,  Wis. 

(5)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  paragraph,  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  support  rate  for  barley  re¬ 
ceived  by  truck  and  stored  at  any  of  the 
terminal  markets  listed  in  subparagraph 
(4)  of  this  paragraph  there  shall  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  applicable  basic  support 
rate  an  amount  of  2.5  cents  per  bushel, 
plus  the  transportation  cost,  if  any,  as 
determined  by  the  appropriate  ASCS 
commodity  office,  for  moving  the  barley 
to  a  tidewater  loading  facility  located 
within  the  same  switching  limits. 

(b)  Support  rates  for  barley  in  ap¬ 
proved  warehouse  storage  at  other  than 
designated  terminal  markets.  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  support  rate  for  barley  which 
is  shipped  by  rail  or  water  and  which  is 
stored  in  approved  warehouses  (other 
than  those  situated  in  the  designated 
terminal  markets)  there  shall  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  basic  support  rate  for 
the  appropriate  designated  terminal 
market,  as  determined  by  CCC,  an 
amount  equal  to  the  transit  balance,  if 
any,  of  the  through-freight  rate  from  the 
point  of  origin  for  such  barley  to  such 
terminal  market:  Provided,  That  on  any 
barley  shipped  at  other  than  the  domes¬ 
tic  Interstate  freight  rate,  the  basic  sup¬ 
port  rate  shall  be  further  reduced  by  the 
difference  between  the  freight  rate  paid 
and  the  domestic  interstate  freight  rate 
from  the  point  of  origin  of  such  barley 
to  the  point  of  destination  or  appropri¬ 
ate  terminal  market:  And  provided 
further.  That  in  the  ca'Se  of  barley  stored 
at  any  railroad  transit  point,  taking  a 
penalty  by  reason  of  out-of-line  move¬ 
ment  to  the  appropriate  designated  mar¬ 
ket,  or  for  any  other  reason,  there  shall 
be  added  to  such  transit  balance  an 
amount  equal  to  any  out-of-line  costs  or 
other  cost  incurred  in  storing  barley  in 
such  position. 

(c)  Basic  county  support  rates.  (1) 


Basic  support  rates  per  bushel  for  bar-  for  barley  received  by  truck  and  stored  The  applicable  support  rate  for  farm- 
ley  of  the  classes  “Barley”  and  “Western  at  any  designated  terminal  market  there  storage  loans  and  for  barley  stored  in 
Barley”  grading  No.  2  or  better  will  be  shall  be  deducted  from  the  applicable  approved  county  warehouse-storage,  ex- 
a  part  of  this  section  to  be  issued  at  basic  support  rate  the  actual  amount  of  cept  as  otherwise  provided  in  paragraph 
a  later  date.  Farm  stored  loans  will  paid-in  freight  required  to  guarantee  the  (b)  of  this  section  and  subparagraph  (2) 
be  made  at  the  applicable  basic  support  proportional  outbound  rate  from  the  of  this  paragraph  will  be  determined 
rate  adjusted  only  for  Weed  Control  terminal  market  to  a  recognized  market  from  the  basic  county  support  rate 
discount  where  applicable.  Warehouse  determined  by  the  appropriate  ASCS  established  for  the  county  in  which  the 
stored  loans,  farm  stored  loan  settle-  commodity  office,  plus  2.5  cents  per  barley  is  stored. 

ments  and  purchases  shall  be  on  the  bushel.  (2)  If  two  or  more  approved  ware- 

basis  of  the  applicable  basic  support  (4)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  houses  are  located  in  the  same  or  ad- 
rate  adjusted  by  the  discounts  shown  in  provisions  of  this  paragraph,  in  deter-  joining  towns,  villages,  or  cities,  having 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section  and  such  mining  the  support  rate  for  barley  the  same  domestic  interstate  freight 
other  discounts  as  may  be  established  by  shipped  by  rail  or  water  and  stored  at  rate,  such  towns,  villages,  or  cities  shall 
CCC  applicable  to  the  grade  and  quality  any  of  the  following  terminal  markets  be  deemed  to  constitute  one  shipping 
of  the  barley  on  which  the  loan  or  set-  there  shall  be  deducted  from  the  appli-  point  and  the  same  basic  support  rate 
tlement  is  niade.  cable  basic  support  rate,  the  transporta-  shall  apply  even  though  such  warehouses 

(a)  Support  rates  at  designated  termi-  tion  cost,  if  any,  as  determined  by  the  are  not  all  located  in  the  same  county. 
nal  markets.  (1)  The  basic  support  rates  appropriate  ASCS  commodity  office,  for  Such  support  rate  shall  be  the  highest 
established  for  designated  terminal  mar-  moving  the  barley  to  a  tidewater  facility  support  rate  of  the  counties  involved, 
kets  apply  to  barley  shipped  on  a  do-  located  within  the  same  switching  limits:  (d)  Discounts.  The  basic  support  rate 

mestic  interstate  freight  rate  basis.  The  Long  Beaoh,  Loe  Angeles,  Oakland,  San  Fran-  shall  be  adjusted  as  applicable  by  dis- 
basic  support  rate  at  the  designated  deco,  Stockton,  and  Wilmington,  Calif.  counts  as  follows: 
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Discount 
(cents  per 

Reason:  bushel) 

Class — Mixed  barley -  2 

Grade: 

NO.  3 .  3 

No.  4 . -  6 

No.  5 . - . .  15 

Other — Garlicky -  10 

Weed  control  laws  (see  f  1421.74) -  10 

Total  damage  (percent) : 

10.1-11 .  1 

11.1-12 .  2 

12.1- 13 .  3 

13.1- 14 .  4 

14.1- 15 .  6 

15.1- 16 .  6 

16.1- 17 .  7 

17.1- 18 .  8 

18.1- 19  l— - 9 

19.1  and  above _  10 

Not*:  Discounts  are  cumulative  except 
only  one  grade  discount  shall  be  applied. 
The  discounts  for  total  damage  In  excess  of 
10  percent  are  In  addition  to  the  discount 
of  15  cents  for  barley  grading  No.  5.  For  the 
purpose  of  applying  discounts,  factors  which 
cause  barley  of  the  subclass  Malting  Barley 
or  Blue  Malting  Barley  to  have  a  lower  nu¬ 
merical  grade  than  If  the  barley  were  graded 
under  a  different  subclass  shall  be  disre¬ 
garded. 

Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
15, 1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-5038;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


[Announcement  PS-CN-1] 

PART  1427— COTTON 


26  and  such  other  announcements  as  are 
issued  by  CCC  which  provide  for  the 
acceptance  of  certificates  or  the  market¬ 
ing  of  rights.  Copies  of  such  announce¬ 
ments  and  other  information  desired  will 
be  furnished  upon  written  request  to 
the  New  Orleans  ASCS  Commodity  Office, 
120  Marais  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  70112  (referred  to  in  this  subpart  as 
the  “New  Orleans  office”) . 

§  1427.1831  Redemption  of  certificates. 

Certificates  will  be  redeemable  in  up¬ 
land  cotton  (referred  to  in  this  subpart 
as  “cotton”)  by  submitting  applications 
(referred  to  in  this  subpart  as  “offers”) 
to  the  New  Orleans  office  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  announcement. 
Offers  may  be  submitted  by  the  payees 
or  subsequent  holders  of  the  certificates. 
If  the  provisional  invoice  value  of  the 
cotton  covered  by  an  offer  is  greater  than 
the  face  value  of  the  certificates  to  be 
surrendered,  CCC  will  not  accept  the 
offer  for  cotton  having  a  provisional  in¬ 
voice  value  of  more  than  the  fractional 
part  of  one  bale  over  the  value  of  such 
certificates. 

§1427.1832  Marketing  of  pooled  cer¬ 
tificates. 

The  rights  represented  by  certificates 
which  have  been  pooled  by  CCC  in  assist¬ 
ing  the  payees  in  the  marketing  of  such 
certificates  will  be  marketed  from  time 
to  time  as  announced  by  CCC  or  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  9  1427.1835  of  this  subpart  for 
immediate  use  by  the  purchaser  to  ob¬ 
tain  delivery  of  cotton  from  CCC  in 
liquidation  of  such  rights.  Such  rights 
may  be  acquired  by  submission  of  offers 
to  the  New  Orleans  office  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  announcement. 


value  of  the  certificates,  CCC  will  issue 
a  balance  certificate  for  the  unused 
amount.  If  the  amount  is  $3.00  or  less, 
no  balance  certificate  will  be  Issued  un¬ 
less  requested.  The  date  of  the  balance 
certificate  shall  be  the  date  of  Issuance 
of  the  original  certificate.  Balance  cer¬ 
tificates  may  be  tendered  to  CCC  for 
redemption  in  cotton  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  the  original  certificates.  Balance 
certificates  issued  to  the  payee  shown  on 
the  original  certificates  may  be  sur¬ 
rendered  by  the  payee  to  CCC  for 
marketing. 

(c)  If  the  value  of  the  certificates  sur¬ 
rendered  is  less  than  their  face  value, 
certificate  rights  sufficient  to  cover  such 
difference  in  value  shall  be  acquired  by 
the  purchaser  from  the  certificate  pool 
and  payment  shall  be  made  in  cash  by 
the  purchaser  to  CCC  for  such  certificate 
rights  unless  such  difference  has  been 
accounted  for  in  a  balance  certificate 
issued  to  the  purchaser. 

(d)  If  on  final  settlement  the  value  of 
the  cotton  delivered  by  CCC  in  redemp¬ 
tion  of  certificates  or  in  liquidation  of 
rights  (less  any  cotton  rejected)  is  re¬ 
determined  as  being  in  excess  of  the  pro¬ 
visional  invoice  value  of  the  cotton 
delivered  by  CCC,  certificate  rights  suf¬ 
ficient  to  cover  such  excess  value  shall 
be  acquired  by  the  purchaser  from  the 
certificate  pool.  Payment  shall  be  made 
in  cash  for  the  certificate  rights  so  ac¬ 
quired.  If  the  value  of  the  cotton  de¬ 
livered  by  CCC  (less  any  cotton  rejected) 
is  redetermined  as  being  less  than  the 
provisional  invoice  value  of  the  cotton 
delivered  by  CCC,  such  difference  will 
be  paid  in  cash  to  the  person  to  whom  the 
cotton  was  delivered  and  the  pool  shall 
be  credited  with  an  equal  amount. 


Subpart — Regulations  Governing  Re¬ 
demption  of  Cotton  Payment-in- 
Kind  Certificates  Earned  Under 
Agricultural  Act  of  1964  and  Liqui 
dation  of  Certificate  Pools 
Sec. 

1427.1830  General  statement. 

1427.1831  Redemption  of  certificates. 

1427.1832  Marketing  of  pooled  certificates 

1427.1833  Acceptance  of  offers. 

1427.1834  Delivery  of  cotton. 

1427.1835  Invoicing  and  settlement. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  subpart 
issued  under  secs.  4  and  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as 
amended,  secs.  101,  103,  105,  and  106,  Public 
Law  88-297,  secs.  101,  401,  63  Stat.  1051; 
15UB.C.  714  (b)  and  (c);  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441. 

§  1427.1830  General  statement. 

The  regulations  in  this  subpart  provide 
the  methods  by  which  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  (referred  to  in  this  subpart 
as  “CCC”)  will  (a)  redeem  payment-in¬ 
kind  certificates  (referred  to  in  this  sub¬ 
part  as  “certificates”)  earned  under  any 
CCC  cotton  program  carried  out  under 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1964  and  (b)  mar¬ 
ket,  from  time  to  time,  the  rights  repre¬ 
sented  by  all  such  certificates  for  which 
the  payees  have  requested  CCC’s  assist¬ 
ance  in  marketing  and  which  have  been 
Pooled  by  CCC.  CCC  will  provide  a  cata¬ 
log  of  the  cotton  available  for  acquisition 
hereunder.  Such  cotton  will  be  available 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  con¬ 
tained  in  Announcement  Number  NO-C— 


§  1427.1833  Acceptance  of  offers. 

No  offer  will  be  accepted  at  less  than 
the  market  price  of  the  cotton  (domestic 
or  export,  as  determined  by  the  applica¬ 
ble  announcement),  which  shall  be  the 
highest  price  offered  for  the  cotton  but 
not  less  than  the  minimum  price  deter¬ 
mined  by  CCC. 

§  1427.1834  Delivery  of  cotton. 

If  an  offer  is  accepted  in  whole  or  in 
part  by  the  New  Orleans  office  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  applicable  announcement, 
it  will  deliver  the  cotton  as  to  which  it 
has  accepted  the  offer  by  delivery  of  the 
warehouse  receipts  representing  such 
cotton  to  the  offeror  (hereinafter  referred 
to  as  “the  purchaser”) . 

§  1427.1835  Invoicing  and  settlement. 

Cotton  delivered  under  this  subpart 
shall  be  provisionally  invoiced  and  its 
settlement  value  determined  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  applicable  announcement. 

(a)  If  the  provisional  invoice  value  of 
the  cotton  delivered  by  CCC  in  redemp¬ 
tion  of  certificates  exceeds  the  face  value 
of  the  certificates  to  be  surrendered,  cer¬ 
tificate  rights  sufficient  to  cover  such 
excess  value  shall  be  acquired  by  the  pur¬ 
chaser  from  the  certificate  pool.  Pay¬ 
ment  shall  be  made  in  cash  for  the 
certificate  rights  so  acquired  upon 
presentation  of  the  invoice. 

(b)  If  the  provisional  invoice  value  of 
the  cotton  delivered  by  CCC  in  redemp¬ 
tion  of  certificates  is  smaller  than  the 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
15, 1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
[F.R.  Doc.  64-5075;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 

Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  8517o] 

PART  1 3 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Continental  Products,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  13.155-80  Re¬ 
tail  as  cost,  wholesale,  discounted,  etc. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  Sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Con¬ 
tinental  Products,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Chicago,  Ill., 
Docket  8517,  Apr.  23, 1964] 

In  the  Matter  of  Continental  Products, 
Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and  Garrison 
Gravooig,  Allen  Grawoig,  Earl  W.  Gra- 
woig,  Richard  N.  Grawoig  and  Paul  M. 
Mayer,  Individually  and  as  Officers  of 
said  Corporation 

Order  requiring  Chicago  sellers  of  var¬ 
ious  articles  of  merchandise,  Including 
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RULES  AMD  REGULATIONS 


jewelry,  cameras,  typewriters,  hardware, 
sporting  goods  and  appliances,  to  re¬ 
tailers  and  to  the  public  direct  to  cease 
representing  falsely  that  their  merchan¬ 
dise  was  offered  for  sale  at  wholesale 
prices  by  such  statements  in  catalogs  and 
circulars  as  “*  •  •  a  wholesale  cata¬ 
log  •  •  •  at  the  lowest  wholesale  prices 

•  •  •  general  wholesale  merchandise 

•  • 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows : 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Con¬ 
tinental  Products,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers  and  Garrison  Grawoig, 
Allen  Grawoig,  Earl  W.  Grawoig,  Rich¬ 
ard  N.  Grawoig  and  Paul  M.  Mayer, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  said  corpo¬ 
ration,  and  respondents’  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  merchandise  to 
the  ultimate  consumer  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  representing  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  implication  that  said  mer¬ 
chandise  is  being  offered  for  sale  at 
wholesale  prices. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  complaint  that  the  respond¬ 
ents  falsely  and  deceptively  represented 
that  the  prices  designated  as  “Retail” 
in  their  catalogs  were  the  prices  at  which 
the  merchandise  referred  to  was  usually 
and  customarily  sold  at  retail  and  that 
the  difference  between  their  coded  price 
and  “Retail”  price  represented  savings 
from  the  usual  and  customary  retail 
prices  in  the  trade  areas  where  the  rep¬ 
resentations  were  made,  be,  and  they 
hereby  are,  dismissed. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  respondents 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  serv¬ 
ice  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report,  in  writing,  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  they  have  complied  with 
the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  April  23, 1964. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-6046;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


[Docket  8575] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Miracle  Adhesives  Corp. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  S  13.170  Qualities  or  proper¬ 
ties  of  product  or  service :  §  13.170-1 
Adherent.1  Subpart — Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception:  1  13.1055  Furnishing 
means  and  instrumentalities  of  misrep¬ 
resentation  or  deception.  Subpart — 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  8 13.1290 
Qualities  or  properties. 


‘New. 


(Sec.  6,  88  8tat.  721;  15  UJ3.0.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  Sec.  6,  88  Stat.  719,  aa  amended; 
15  US.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
Miracle  Adhesives  Corporation,  Bellmore, 
Long  Island,  N.T.,  Docket  8575,  Apr.  24,  1964] 

Order  requiring  a  manufacturer  of  ad¬ 
hesives,  glues  and  related  products  with 
place  of  business  in  Bellmore,  Long  Is¬ 
land,  N.Y.,  to  cease  representing  falsely — 
in  advertising,  in  point  of  sale  material, 
on  the  tubes  in  which  the  product  was 
sold,  on  the  cards  to  which  the  tubes 
were  attached,  and  in  advertising  mat¬ 
rices  provided  for  dealer  use — that  its 
“Miracle  Sheer-Magic”  was  an  “epoxy 
adhesive”  and  had  the  adherent  char¬ 
acteristics,  strength  and  capabilities  of 
epoxy  adhesives,  when  in  fact  said 
“Sheer  Magic”  contained  only  a  small 
percentage  of  epoxy  resin  to  serve  as  a 
stabilizer  and  not  enough  to  significantly 
increase  its  qualities  as  claimed. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Miracle 
Adhesives  Corporation,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  agents,  representatives 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distri¬ 
bution  of  adhesives,  glues  or  related 
products,  in  commerce,  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  adhesive,  glue  or  related 
product  is  an  epoxy  adhesive,  where  its 
epoxy  component  is  not  derived  from  an 
epoxide  or  oxirane  which,  when  applied 
in  use,  chemically  reacts  with  a  hardener 
or  curing  agent  to  form  a  substantially 
infusible  and  insoluble  bond. 

2.  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that  the  adherent  characteristics 
and  the  degree  and  extent  of  the  strength 
and  capabilities  of  any  adhesive,  glue  or 
related  product  are  those  of  an  epoxy  ad¬ 
hesive,  where  the  epoxy  component  pres¬ 
ent  is  in  an  amount  not  sufficient  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  adherent  characteristics  and 
the  degree  and  extent  of  strength  and 
capabilities  being  represented. 

3.  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that  the  epoxy  component  in  any 
adhesive,  glue  or  related  product  is  there¬ 
in  present  to  produce  the  adherent  char¬ 
acteristics,  strength  and  capabilities  of 
an  epoxy  adhesive  where  such  component 
is  not  productive  of  the  foregoing  and  is 
present  for  a  different  purpose  and  use. 

4.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  product  designated  “Mir¬ 
acle  Sheer-Magic”  is  an  epoxy  adhesive 
or  that  it  has  the  adherent  character¬ 
istics,  strength  and  capabilities  of  an 
epoxy  adhesive,  or  that  the  said  product 
will: 

a.  Produce  an  adhesive  bond  as  effec¬ 
tive  as  that  of  an  epoxy  adhesive  where 
an  epoxy  adhesive  is  either  susceptible  of 
or  necessary  of  being  used. 

b.  Repair  plumbing  leaks,  broken 
china,  dishes  or  glassware  to  the  degree 
and  extent  of  the  strength  and  capabili¬ 
ties  of  an  epoxy  adhesive. 

c.  Resist  and  is  not  affected  by  hot  wa¬ 
ter  or  other  high  heat  temperatures  to 


the  degree  and  extent  of  the  strength  and 
capabilities  of  an  epoxy  adhesive. 

5.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner, 
directly  or  impliedly,  pictorially  or 
otherwise,  the  true  adhesive  character¬ 
istics,  effective  degree  of  strength,  or  the 
extent  of  the  effective  capabilities  of  any 
adhesive,  glue  or  related  product  ad¬ 
vertised  and  sold  to  the  purchasing  pub¬ 
lic  for  any  stated  or  recommended  pur¬ 
pose  and  use. 

6.  Placing  in  the  hand  of  wholesalers, 
jobbers,  retailers,  dealers  and  others, 
means  and  instrumentalities  by  and 
through  which  they  may  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchasing  public  in  the  re¬ 
spects  set  out  above. 

By  “Final  Order”  report  of  compliance 
is  required-as  follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service 
of  the  order  herein  upon  it,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing,  signed 
by  such  respondent,  setting  forth  in  de¬ 
tail  the  manner  and  form  of  its  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  April 24, 1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5047;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — REGULATIONS  UNDER 
SPECIFIC  ACTS  OF  CONGRESS 

PART  300 — RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS  UNDER  THE  WOOL  PROD¬ 
UCTS  LABELING  ACT  OF  1939 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  December  21, 1962,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  issued  by  the 
Commission  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  22,  1962.  Such 
notice  stated  that  the  Commission  would 
on  January  30,  1963  hold  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  on  proposed  amendments  to  §§  300.1, 
300.3,  300.4,  300.8,  300.9,  300.10,  300.12. 
300.13,  300.16,  300.18,  300.19,  300.20, 
300.21,  300.23,  300.24,  300.25,  300.27, 
300.28, 300.31, 300.32,  and  300.33  (Rules  1, 
3,  4,  8,  9,  10.  12,  13,  16,  18,  19,  20,  21,  23, 
24,  25,  27,  28,  31,  32,  and  33)  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939. 
Such  notice  provided  that  interested 
parties  could  participate  by  submitting 
in  writing  to  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  such  date,  their  views,  arguments, 
or  other  pertinent  data  and  by  presenting 
their  views,  arguments,  or  other  data 
orally  at  such  time.  Such  notice  further 
provided  that  written  rebuttal  could  be 
submitted  for  a  period  of  fifteen  days 
after  the  close  of  the  public  hearing.  A 
draft  of  the  proposed  amendments  was 
made  a  part  of  the  notice. 

Pursuant  to  such  notice,  interested 
parties  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  their  views,  arguments,  or  other 
data  in  writing  through  January  30, 1963, 
and  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard  orally  on  that  date.  Opportimity 
was  afforded  for  submission  of  written 
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rebuttal  for  a  period  of  fifteen  days  after 
such  date.  All  views,  arguments,  and 
data  presented  have  been  made  a  part  of 
the  record. 

After  due  consideration  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments,  suggested  revisions, 
deletions,  and  additions  thereto,  to¬ 
gether  with  all  views,  arguments,  or 
other  data  submitted  the  following 
amendments  to  §8  300.1,  300.3,  300.4, 
300.8,  300.9,  300.10,  300.12,  300.13,  300.16, 
300.18,  300.19,  300.20,  300.21,  300.23, 
300.24,  300.25,  300.27,  300.28,  300.31, 
300.32,  and  300.33  (Rules  1,  3,  4,  8,  9,  10, 
12,  13,  16,  18,  19,  20,  21,  23,  24,  25,  27, 
28,  31,  32,  and  33)  of  Part  300,  rules  and 
regulations  under  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939  (54  Stat.  1128; 

15  U.S.C.  68)  are  hereby  promulgated. 
Such  amendments  shall  become  effective 
thirty  days  after  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

The  Commission  is  not  at  this  time 
acting  upon  its  proposed  amendment  of 
$  300.25  (Rule  25)  adding  paragraph  (c) 
(representations  of  foreign  origin) ;  this 
matter  is  retained  for  further  consid¬ 
eration. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

1.  An  amendment  of  §  300.1  (Rule  1) 
so  as  to  specifically  define  the  terms 
“ornamentation”,  “fiber  trademark”, 
“required  information”  and  “informa¬ 
tion  required”.  Section  300.1  (Rule  1) 
shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.1  Terms  defined. 

(a)  The  term  “Act”  means  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939  (approved 
October  14,  1940,  Public  No.  850,  76th 
Congress,  Third  Session,  15  U.S.C.  §  68, 
54  Stat.  1128). 

(b)  The  terms  “rule”,  “rules”,  “regu¬ 
lations”  and  “rules  and  regulations” 
mean  the  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
the  Act. 

(c)  The  term  “ornamentation”  means 
any  fibers  or  yarns  imparting  a  visibly 
discernible  pattern  or  design  to  a  yarn 
or  fabric. 

(d)  The  term  “fiber  trademark” 
means  a  word  or  words  used  by  a  person 
to  identify  a  particular  fiber  produced 
or  sold  by  him  and  to  distinguish  it  from 
fibers  of  the  same  generic  class  produced 
or  sold  by  others.  Such  term  shall  not 
include  any  trademark,  product  mark, 
house  mark,  trade  name  or  other  name 
which  does  not  identify  a  particular  fiber. 

(e)  The  terms  “required  information” 
or  “information  required”  mean  such  in¬ 
formation  as  is  required  to  be  disclosed 
on  the  required  stamp,  tag,  label  or  other 
means  of  identification  under  the  Act 
and  regulations. 

(f )  The  definitions  of  terms  contained 
in  section  2  of  the  Act  shall  be  applicable 
also  to  such  terms  when  used  in  rules 
promulgated  under  the  Act. 

2.  An  amendment  of  §  300.3  (Rule  3) 
so  as  to  specify  the  information  required 
to  appear  on  labels  and  to  provide  the 
order  of  listing  information  as  to  fiber 
content.  Section  300.3  (Rule  3)  shall 
hereinafter  read: 

§  300.3  Required  label  information. 

(a)  The  marking  of  wool  products  un¬ 
der  the  Act  shall  be  in  the  form  of  a 


stamp,  tag,  label  or  other  means  of 
identification,  showing  and  displaying 
upon  the  product  the  required  informa¬ 
tion  legibly,  conspicuously,  and  nonde- 
ceptively.  The  information  required  to 
be  shown  and  displayed  upon  the  product 
in  the  stamp,  tag,  label,  or  other  mark 
of  identification,  shall  be  that  which  is 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder,  including  the 
following: 

(1)  The  fiber  content  of  the  product 
specified  in  section  4(a)  (2)  (A)  of  the 
Act.  The  generic  names  and  percent¬ 
ages  by  weight  of  the  constituent  fibers 
present  in  the  wool  product,  exclusive  of 
permissive  ornamentation,  shall  appear 
on  such  label  with  any  percentage  of 
fiber  or  fibers  designated  as  “other  fiber” 
or  “other  fibers”  as  provided  by  section 
4(a)  (2)  (A)  (5)  of  the  Act  appearing 
last. 

(2)  The  maximum  percentage  of  the 
total  weight  of  the  wool  product  of  any 
nonfibrous  loading,  filling  or  adulterat¬ 
ing  matter  as  prescribed  by  section  4(a) 
(2)  (B)  of  the  Act. 

(3)  The  name  or  registered  identifica¬ 
tion  number  issued  by  the  Commission 
of  the  manufacturer  of  the  wool  product 
or  the  name  or  registered  identification 
number  of  one  or  more  persons  subject 
to  section  3  of  the  Act  with  respect  tp 
such  wool  product. 

(b)  In  disclosing  the  constituent  fibers 
in  information  required  by  the  Act  and 
regulations  or  in  any  nonrequired  in¬ 
formation,  no  fiber  present  in  the  amount 
of  less  than  five  per  centum  shall  be 
designated  by  its  generic  name  or  fiber 
trademark  but  shall  be  designated  as 
“other  fiber”,  except  that  the  percentage 
of  wool,  reprocessed  wool,  or  reused  wool 
shall  always  be  stated,  in  accordance 
with  section  4(a)  (2)  (A)  of  the  Act. 
Where  more  than  one  of  such  fibers, 
other  than  wool,  reprocessed  wool,  or  re¬ 
used  wool,  are  present  in  amounts  of  less 
than  five  per  centum,  they  shall  be  des¬ 
ignated  in  the  aggregate  as  “other 
fibers”:  Provided,  however.  That  nothing 
contained  herein  shall  prevent  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  any  fiber  present  in  the  prod¬ 
uct  which  has  a  clearly  established  and 
definite  functional  significance  where 
present  in  the  amount  stated  and  the 
functional  significance  of  such  fiber  is 
clearly  and  non-deceptively  stated  on 
the  label  in  conjunction  with  such 
disclosure. 

3.  An  amendment  of  §  300.4  (Rule  4) 
to  simplify  and  clarify  the  requirements 
relating  to  registered  identification  num¬ 
bers  and  to  provide  for  interchangeable 
usage  of  registered  identification  issued 
under  the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of 
1939,  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act  and 
the  Textile  Fiber  Products  Identifica¬ 
tion  Act.  Section  300.4  (Rule  4)  shall 
hereinafter  read: 

§  300.4  Registered  identification  num¬ 
ber. 

(a)  A  registered  identification  num¬ 
ber  assigned  by  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  under  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  may  be  used 
upon  the  stamp,  tag,  label,  or  other 
mark  of  identification  required  under  the 
Act  to  be  affixed  to  a  wool  product,  as 


and  for  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom 
such  number  has  been  assigned. 

(b)  Any  manufacturer  of  a  wool  prod¬ 
uct  or  person  subject  to  section  3  of  the 
Act  with  respect  to  such  wool  product, 
residing  in  the  United  States,  may  make 
application  to  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  for  a  registered  identification 
number,  or  such  numbers  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  deem  appropriate,  for  use 
by  the  applicant  on  the  required  stamp, 
tag,  label,  or  other  mark  of  identification 
under  the  Act,  as  and  for  his  name  with 
fully  as  binding  effect. 

(c)  Registered  identification  numbers 
shall  be  used  only  by  the  person  or  con¬ 
cern  to  whom  they  are  issued,  and  such 
numbers  are  not  transferable  or  assign¬ 
able.  Registered  identification  numbers 
shall  be  subject  to  cancellation  whenever 
any  such  number  was  procured  or  has 
been  used  improperly  or  contrary  to  the 
requirement  of  the  Acts  administered  by 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  and  reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  thereunder,  or 
when  otherwise  deemed  necessary  in  the 
public  interest. 

(d)  Registered  identification  numbers 
assigned  under  this  section  may  be  used 
on  labels  required  in  labeling  products 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  and  Textile  Fiber 
Products  Identification  Act,  and  numbers 
previously  assigned  by  the  Commission 
under  such  Acts  may  be  used  as  and  for 
the  required  name  in  labeling  under  this 
Act.  When  so  used  by  the  person  or  firm 
to  whom  assigned,  the  use  of  the  num¬ 
bers  shall  be  construed  as  identifying 
and  binding  the  applicant  as  fully  and 
in  all  respects  as  though  assigned  under 
the  specific  Act  for  which  it  is  used. 

(e)  Form  of  application  for  registered 
identification  numbers  (Form  to  be  used 
by  all  applicants) : 

Application  for  Registered  Identification 

Numbbi 

To  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 

The  undersigned _ 

(Full  legal  name  of 
applicant) 


(Form  of  business  organization) 

residing  in  the  United  States  and  having 
principal  office  and  place  of  business  at 


(Street  and  number)  (City) 

- -  being  engaged  in 

(State  or  Territory) 

the  manufacture  of  a  wool  product  as  such 
term  is  defined  in  section  2(e)  of  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939,  or  subject  to 
section  3  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  such 
wool  product  (l.e.,  one  manufacturing  for 
introduction  or  introducing  into  commerce, 
or  selling,  transporting,  distributing,  deliver¬ 
ing  for  shipment,  shipping,  or  offering  for 
sale  in  commerce  such  wool  product)  hereby 
makes  application  to  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  assignment  of  a  registered 
identification  number  for  use  on  its  stamp, 
tag,  label,  or  other  mark  of  identification  re¬ 
quired  under  the  Act. 

The  undersigned  understands  and  hereby 
agrees  that  when  used  on  its  stamp,  tag. 
label,  or  other  mark  of  identification  required 
by  the  Act  such  registered  identification 
number  as  may  be  assigned  it  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  shall  be  construed 
as  identifying  and  binding  the  applicant  as 
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fully  and  In  all  respects  as  though  Its  name 
appeared  thereon. 

The  undersigned  is  engaged  In  the 

_ 1 _ of  the  following  wool 

(Type  of  operation) 

products  _ 

(List  products) 

Dated,  signed,  and  executed  this _ _ 

day  of _ _  19__,  at _ _ , 

(City) 

(State  or  Territory) 


(Name  under  which  busi¬ 
ness  is  conducted) 


(Signature  of  proprietor, 
partner,  or  authorised 
official  of  corporation) 

(If  firm  Is  a  partnership  list  partners  below) 


(Impression  of 
corporate  seal, 
if  corporation) 


Execution 


County  of _ 1 

State  of  _ }"• 

On  this _ day  of _ _  19... 

before  me  personally  appeared  the  said 

_ _  proprietor,  partner  (strike  non- 

appll cable  words)  _ 

(If  corporation,  give  title 
of  authorised  official) 

of _ _  to  me  personally 

(Name  of  company) 

known,  and  acknowledged  the  execution  of 
the  foregoing  Instrument  on  behalf  of  the 
firm,  for  the  uses  and  purposes  therein 
stated. 


Notary  Public  In  and  for 

County  of _ 

State  of _ 

(Impression  of 
notary  seal 
required  here.) 

My  commission  expires _ _ 

4.  An  amendment  of  $  300.8  (Rule  8) 
to  more  specifically  enunciate  certain  re¬ 
quirements  as  to  the  proper  usage  of 
generic  names  and  to  specify  certain  re¬ 
quirements  as  to  the  proper  usage  of 
fiber  trademarks.  Section  300.8  (Rule 
8)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.8  Use  of  fiber  trademark  and  ge¬ 
neric  names. 

(a)  Except  where  another  name  is  re¬ 
quired  or  permitted  under  the  Act  or  reg¬ 
ulations,  the  respective  common  generic 
name  of  the  fiber  shall  be  used  when 
naming  fibers  in  the  required  informa- 


immediate  conjunction  therewith,  and 
such  trademark  and  generic  name  must 
appear  in  type  or  lettering  of  equal  size 
and  conspicuousness. 

(d)  Where  a  generic  name  or  a  fiber 
trademark  is  used  on  any  label,  whether 
required  or  nonrequired,  a  full  and  com¬ 
plete  fiber  content  disclosure  with  per¬ 
centages  shall  be  made  on  such  label  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  and  regulations. 

(e)  If  a  fiber  trademark  is  not  used  in 
the  required  information,  but  is  used 
elsewhere  on  the  label  as  non-required 
information,  the  generic  name  of  the 
fiber  shall  accompany  the  fiber  trade¬ 
mark  in  legible  and  conspicuous  type  or 
lettering  the  first  time  the  trademark  is 
used. 

(f)  No  fiber  trademark  or  generic 
name  or  word,  coined  word,  symbol  or 
depiction  which  connotes  or  implies  any 
fiber  trademark  or  generic  name  shall  be 
used  on  any  label  or  elsewhere  on  the 
product  in  such  a  manner  as  to  be  false, 
deceptive,  or  misleading  as  to  fiber  con¬ 
tent,  or  to  indicate  directly  or  indirectly 
that  a  wool  product  is  composed  wholly 
or  in  part  of  a  particular  fiber,  when 
such  is  not  the  case. 

(g)  The  term  “fur  fiber”  may  be  used 
to  describe  the  hair  or  fur  fiber  or  mix¬ 
tures  thereof  of  any  animal  or  animals 
other  than  the  sheep,  lamb.  Angora  goat. 
Cashmere  goat,  camel,  alpaca,  llama  and 
vicuna.  If  the  name,  symbol,  or  depic¬ 
tion  of  any  animal  producing  the  hair 
or  fur  fiber  is  used  on  the  stamp,  tag, 
label,  or  other  means  of  identification 
applied  or  affixed  to  the  wool  product, 
the  percentage  by  weight  of  such  hair  or 
fur  fiber  in  the  total  fiber  weight  of  the 
wool  product  shall  be  separately  stated 
in  the  required  fiber  content  disclosure: 
Provided,  That  no  such  name,  symbol  or 
depiction  shall  be  used  where  such  hair 
or  fur  fiber  is  present  in  the  amount  of 
less  than  five  per  centum  of  the  total 
fiber  weight.  No  such  name,  symbol  or 
depiction  shall  be  used  in  such  a  way  as 
to  imply  in  any  manner  that  a  wool 
product  contains  the  fur  or  hair  of  an 
animal  when  the  hair  or  fur  fiber  of  such 
animal  is  not  present  in  the  product  in 
the  amount  of  five  per  centum  or  more 
of  the  total  fiber  weight.  The  following 
are  examples  of  fiber  content  disclosures 
under  this  paragraph: 

60%  Wool 

40%  Pur  Fiber 

or 


(b)  Where  the  generic  name  of  a 
textile  fiber  is  required  to  appear  in  im¬ 
mediate  conjunction  with  a  fiber  trade¬ 
mark,  a  disclosure  of  the  generic  name 
by  means  of  a  footnote,  to  which  refer¬ 
ence  is  made  by  use  of  an  asterisk  or 
other  symbol  placed  next  to  the  fiber 
trademark,  shall  not  be  sufficient  in  it¬ 
self  to  constitute  compliance  with  the 
Act  and  regulations. 

6.  An  amendment  of  §  300.10  (Rule  10) 
to  enunciate  certain  requirements  rel¬ 
ative  to  arrangement  of  information  on 
labels  affixed  to  wool  products.  Section 
300.10  (Rule  10)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.10  Arrangement  of  label  infor¬ 
mation.  „  <_ 

(a)  All  items  or  parts  of  the  required 
information  to  be  shown  and  displayed 
in  the  stamp,  tag,  label,  or  other  mark  of 
identification  of  the  product,  shall  be  set 
forth  consecutively  and  separately  on  the 
outer  surface  of  the  label,  in  immediate 
conjunction  with  each  other,  and  in  type 
or  lettering  plainly  legible  and  conspicu-' 
ous,  and  all  parts  of  the  required  fiber 
content  information  shall  appear  in  type 
or  lettering  of  equal  size  and  conspicu¬ 
ousness;  such  as  for  example: 

Distributed  by: 

John  Q.  Doe  Co.,  Inc., 

New  York,  N.Y. 

Made  of 
60%  WOOL 
40%  REUSED  WOOL 
EXCLUSIVE  OP  ORNAMENTATION 

Provided,  however.  That  the  required 
name  or  registered  identification  number 
may  appear  on  the  reverse  side  of  the 
label  if  it  is  plainly  legible,  conspicuous 
and  accessible.  On  products  as  to  which 
sectional  disclosure  is  used,  an  additional 
nondeceptive  label  may  be  used  showing 
the  complete  fiber  content  information 
with  percentages  as  to  a  particular  sec¬ 
tion  or  area  of  the  product  and  specifying 
tiie  section  or  area  referred  to. 

(b)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §  300.8 
(Rule  8) ,  if  nonrequired  information  or 
representations  are  placed  on  the  label 
or  elsewhere  on  the  product,  such  non¬ 
required  information  or  representations 
shall  be  set  forth  separate  and  apart 
from  the  required  information  and  shall 
not  interfere  with,  minimize,  detract 
from,  or  conflict  with  such  required  in¬ 
formation,  nor  shall  such  nonrequired 
information  in  any  way  be  false,  decep¬ 
tive  or  misleading. 


60%  Wool  «.  ad  amendment  oi  s  ouu.iz  muic 

so%  Pur  Fiber  12)  to  modify  the  requirements  relating 

10%  Angora  Rabbit  to  the  labeling  of  pairs  or  products  con¬ 

taining  two  or  more  units  and  to  provide 
5.  An  amendment  of  §  300.9  (Rule  9)  for  the  relaxation  of  such  requirements 
to  delineate  certain  restrictions  on  the  under  certain  specified  conditions.  Sec- 
use  of  abbreviations,  ditto  marks  and  ti0n  300.12  (Rule  12)  shall  hereinafter 
asterisks  in  disclosing  information  under  read 

the  requirements  of  the  aforesaid  Act  and  *  w  ,  . 

regulations.  Section  300.9  (Rule  9)  shall  §  300.12  Labeling  of  pairs  or  products 
hereinafter  read:  containing  two  or  more  units. 

c  oaa  «  ill  •  .•  ....  1  .  (a)  Where  a  wool  product  consists  of 

8  300  -  •i^>  '  d,"°  m"k'’  and  two  or  more  parte,  units,  or  Items  ol 

different  fiber  content,  a  separate  label 
(a)  In  disclosing  required  informa-  containing  the  required  information 
tion,  words  or  terms  shall  not  be  des-  shall  be  affixed  to  each  of  such  parts, 
lgnated  by  ditto  marks  or  appear  In  foot-  units,  or  items  showing  the  required  in¬ 
notes  referred  to  by  asterisks  or  other  formation  as  to  such  part,  unit,  or  item, 
symbols  in  required  information,  and  provided  that  where  such  parts,  units,  or 
shall  not  be  abbreviated.  items,  are  marketed  or  handled  as  a 
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single  product  or  ensemble  and  are  sold 
and  delivered  to  the  ultimate  consumer 
as  a  single  product  or  ensemble,  the  re¬ 
quired  information  may  be  set  out  on  a 
single  label  in  such  a  manner  as  to  sepa¬ 
rately  show  the  fiber  composition  of  each 
part,  unit,  or  item. 

(b)  Where  garments,  wearing  apparel, 
or  other  wool  products  are  marketed  or 
handled  in  pairs  or  ensembles  of  the 
same  fiber  content,  only  one  unit  of  the 
pair  or  ensemble  need  be  labeled  with  the 
required  information  when  sold  and  de¬ 
livered  to  the  ultimate  consumer. 

(c)  Where  parts  or  units  of  wool  prod¬ 
ucts  of  the  types  referred  to  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  are 
sold  separately,  such  parts  or  units  shall 
be  labeled  with  the  information  required 
by  the  Act  and  regulations. 

8.  An  amendment  of  §  300.13  (Rule 
13)  to  modify  the  requirements  relative 
to  the  identification  required  to  appear 
on  labels  pursuant  to  section  4(a)  (2)  (C) 
of  the  Act  and  to  relax  the  requirements 
relative  to  the  required  name.  Section 
300.13  (Rule  13)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.13  Name  or  other  identification 
required  to  appear  on  labels. 

(a)  The  name  required  by  the  Act  to 
be  used  on  labels  shall  be  the  name  un¬ 
der  which  the  manufacturer  of  the  wool 
product  or  other  person  subject  to  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  such 
product  is  doing  business.  Trade  names, 
trade  marks  or  other  names  which  do 
not  constitute  the  name  under  which 
such  person  is  doing  business  shall  not 
be  used  for  required  identification  pur¬ 
poses. 

(b)  Registered  identification  num¬ 
bers,  as  provided  for  in  §  300.4  (Rule  4) , 
may  be  used  for  identification  purposes 
in  lieu  of  the  required  name. 

9.  An  amendment  of  §  300.16  (Rule 
16)  to  modify  the  requirements  relative 
to  ornamentation  and  to  provide  alter¬ 
native  means  of  disclosure  relative  there¬ 
to.  Section  300.16  (Rule  16)  shall  here¬ 
inafter  read: 


§  300.16  Ornamentation. 


(a)  Where  the  wool  product  contains 
fiber  ornamentation  not  exceeding  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  fiber  weight  of  the  prod¬ 
uct  and  the  stated  percentages  of  fiber 
content  of  the  product  are  exclusive  of 
such  ornamentation,  the  stamp,  tag, 
label,  or  other  means  of  identification 
shall  contain  a  phrase  or  statement 
showing  such  fact;  as  for  example: 

50%  Wool 
25%  Reused  Wool 
25%  Cotton 

Exclusive  of  Ornamentation 

The  fiber  content  of  such  ornamentation 
njay  be  disclosed  where  the  percentage 
of  the  ornamentation  in  relation  to  the 
total  fiber  weight  of  the  principal  fiber 
or  blend  of  fibers  is  shown;  as  for 
example: 


70%  Reused  Wool 
30%  Acetate 

Exclusive  of  4%  Metallic  Ornamentation 


(b)  Where  the  fiber  ornament! 

flve  P®  centum  it  shall  b 
uaed  in  the  statement  of  required 
centages  of  fiber  content. 

No.  loo —  4 


(c)  Where  the  ornamentation  consti¬ 
tutes  a  distinct  section  of  the  product, 
sectional  disclosure  may  be  made  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  .§  300.23  (Rule  23) . 

10.  An  amendment  of  §  300.18  (Rule 

18)  to  more  specifically  enunciate  cer¬ 
tain  requirements  and  conditions  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  usage  of  the  names  of  the 
specialty  fibers  named  in  section  2(b) 
of  the  Act  when  the  names  of  such 
fibers  are  used  in  lieu  of  the  word  “wool” 
otherwise  required.  Section  300.18 
(Rule  18)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.18  Use  of  name  of  specialty  fiber. 

(a)  In  setting  forth  the  required  fiber 
content  of  a  product  containing  any  of 
the  specialty  fibers  named  in  section  2(b) 
of  the  Act,  the  name  of  the  specialty 
fiber  present  may  be  used  in  lieu  of  the 
word  “wool”,  provided  the  percentage  of 
each  named  specialty  fiber  is  given,  and 
provided  further  that  the  name  of  the 
specialty  fiber  so  used  is  qualified  by  the 
word  “reprocessed”  or  “reused”  when  the 
fiber  referred  to  is  “reprocessed  wool” 
or  “reused  wool”,  as  defined  in  the  Act. 
The  following  are  examples  of  fiber  con¬ 
tent  designations  permitted  under  this 
section: 

55%  Alpaca 
45%  Camel  Hair 


50%  Reused  Camel  Hair 
60%  Wool 


60%  Reprocessed  Alpaca 
40%  Rayon 


35%  Reused  Llama 
35%  Reprocessed  Vicuna 
30%  Cotton 


60%  Cotton 
40%  Reused  Llama 


(b)  Where  an  election  is  made  to  use 
the  name  of  a  specialty  fiber  in  lieu  of 
the  word  “wool”  in  describing  such  spe¬ 
cialty  fiber,  such  name  shall  be  used  at 
any  time  reference  is  made  to  the  spe¬ 
cialty  fiber  either  in  required  or  non- 
required  information.  The  name  of  the 
specialty  fiber  or  any  word,  coined  word, 
symbol  or  depiction  connoting  or  imply¬ 
ing  the  presence  of  such  specialty  fiber 
shall  not  be  used  in  nonrequired  in¬ 
formation  on  the  required  label  or  on 
any  secondary  or  auxiliary  label  attached 
to  the  wool  product  if  the  name  of  such 
specialty  fiber  does  not  appear  in  the  re¬ 
quired  fiber  content  disclosure. 

11.  An  amendment  of  §  300.19  (Rule 

19)  to  more  specifically  enunciate  certain 
requirements  and  conditions  relative  to 
the  usage  of  the  terms  “mohair”  and 
“cashmere”  where  such  terms  are  used 
in  lieu  of  the  word  “wool”  otherwise  re¬ 
quired.  Section  300.19  (Rule  19)  shall 
hereinafter  read: 

§  300.19  Use  of  terms  “mohair”  and 
“cashmere”. 

(a)  In  setting  forth  the  required  fiber 
content  of  a  product  containing  hair  of 
the  Angora  goat  known  as  mohair  or  con¬ 
taining  hair  or  fleece  of  the  Cashmere 


“mohair”  or  “cashmere”,  respectively, 
may  be  used  for  such  fiber  in  lieu  of  the 
word  “wool”:  Provided,  The  respective 
percentage  of  each  such  fiber  designated 
as  “mohair”  or  “cashmere’  ’is  given:  And 
provided  further.  That  such  term 
“mohair”  or  “cashmere”  where  used  is 
qualified  by  the  word  “reprocessed”  or 
“reused”  when  the  fiber  referred  to  is 
“reprocessed  wool”  or  “reused  wool”,  as 
defined  in  the  Act.  The  following  are 
examples  of  fiber  content  designations 
permitted  under  this  section: 

50%  Mohair 

50%  Wool 


60%  Reprocessed  Mohair 
40%  Cashmere 


60%  Cotton 

40%  Reused  Cashmere 


(b)  Where  an  election  is  made  to  use 
the  term  “mohair”  or  “cashmere”  in  lieu 
of  the  term  “wool”  as  permitted  by  this 
section,  the  appropriate  designation  of 
“mohair”  or  “cashmere”  shall  be  used 
at  any  time  reference  is  made  to  such 
fiber  in  either  required  or  nonrequired 
information.  The  term  “mohair”  or 
“cashmere”  or  any  words,  coined  words, 
symbols  or  depictions  connoting  or  im¬ 
plying  the  presence  of  such  fibers  shall 
not  be  used  in  nonrequired  information 
on  the  required  label  or  on  any  secondary 
or  auxiliary  label  attached  to  the  wool 
product  if  the  term  “mohair”  or  “cash- 
mere”  as  the  case  may  be  does  not  appear 
in  the  required  fiber  content  disclosure. 

12.  An  amendment  of  §  300.20  (Rule 

20)  to  provide  for  the  application  of  the 
provisions  thereof  to  all  wool  products 
and  all  fibers  and  parts  thereof.  Section 
300.20  (Rule  20)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.20  Use  of  the  terms  “virgin”  or 
“new”. 

The  terms  “virgin”  or  “new”  as  de¬ 
scriptive  of  a  wool  product,  or  any  fiber 
or  part  thereof,  shall  not  be  used  when 
the  product  or  part  so  described  is  not 
composed  wholly  of  new  or  virgin  fiber 
which  has  never  been  reclaimed  from 
any  spun,  woven,  knitted,  felted,  braided, 
bonded,  or  otherwise  manufactured  or 
used  product. 

13.  An  amendment  of  §  300.31  (Rule 

21)  to  permit  the  use  of  a  separate  label 
for  a  registered  identification  number 
under  the  same  conditions  as  permitted 
with  respect  to  the  name  required  by 
section  4(a)  (2)  (C)  of  the  Act.  Section 
300.21  (Rule  21)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.21  Use  of  separate  label  for  name 
or  registered  identification  number. 

The  name  or  registered  identification 
number  of  the  manufacturer  or  person 
subject  to  section  3  of  the  Act  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  wool  product  may  be  set 
forth  on  a  label  or  mark  separate  from 
that  which  contains  the  statement  of 
fiber  and  material  content  of  the  product 
provided  that  the  label  or  mark  bearing 
said  name  or  registered  identification 
number  and  the  name  or  registered  iden¬ 
tification  number  itself  are  prominently 
and  conspicuously  displayed  either  in 
immediate  conjunction  with,  or  in  close 
proximity  to,  such  other  label  or  mark 
and  in  such  manner  as  will  fully  inform 
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purchasers  and  purchaser-consumers  of 
the  required  information. 

14.  An  amendment  of  I  300.23  (Rule 
23)  to  modify  the  provisions  thereof  rel¬ 
ative  to  sectional  disclosure  of  content 
and  to  enunciate  the  conditions  under 
which  said  form  of  disclosure  is  permit¬ 
ted  or  required.  Section  300.23  (Rule 

23)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.23  Sectional  disclosure  of  con¬ 
tent. 

(a)  Permissive.  Where  a  wool  prod¬ 
uct  is  composed  of  two  or  more  sections 
which  are  of  different  fiber  composition, 
the  required  information  as  to  fiber  con¬ 
tent  may  be  separated  on  the  same  label 
in  such  manner  as  to  show  the  fiber  com¬ 
position  of  each  section. 

(b)  Mandatory.  The  disclosure  as 
above  provided  shall  be  made  in  all  in¬ 
stances  where  such  form  of  marking  is 
necessary  to  avoid  deception. 

15.  An  amendment  of  8  300.24  (Rule 

24)  so  as  to  specifically  designate  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Act  those  linings,  pad¬ 
dings,  stiffening,  trimmings,  and  facings 
as  to  which  fiber  content  disclosure  is 
required.  Section  300.24  (Rule  24)  shall 
hereinafter  read: 

§  300.24  Linings,  paddings,  stiffening, 
trimmings  and  facings. 

(a)  In  labeling  or  marking  garments 
or  articles  of  apparel  which  are  wool 
products,  the  fiber  content  of  any  linings, 
paddings,  stiffening,  trimmings  or  fac¬ 
ings  of  such  garments  or  articles  of  ap¬ 
parel  shall  be  given  and  shall  be  set  forth 
separately  and  distinctly  in  the  stamp, 
tag,  label,  or  other  mark  of  identification 
of  the  products. 

(1)  If  such  linings,  trimmings  or  fac¬ 
ings  contain,  purport  to  contain  or  are 
represented  as  containing  wool,  reproc¬ 
essed  wool  or  reused  wool;  or 

(2)  If  such  linings  are  metallically 
coated,  or  coated  or  laminated  with  any 
substance  for  warmth,  or  if  such  linings 
are  composed  of  pile  fabrics,  or  any 
fabrics  incorporated  for  warmth  or  rep¬ 
resented  directly  or  by  implication  as 
being  incorporated  for  warmth,  which 
articles  the  Commission  finds  constitute 
a  class  of  articles  which  is  customarily 
accompanied  by  express  or  implied  rep¬ 
resentations  of  fiber  content;  or 

(3)  If  any  express  or  implied  repre¬ 
sentations  of  fiber  content  of  any  of  such 
linings,  paddings,  stiffening,  trimmings 
or  facings  are  customarily  made. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  garments  which 
contain  interlinings,  the  fiber  content  of 
such  interlinings  shall  be  set  forth  sepa¬ 
rately  and  distinctly  as  part  of  the  re¬ 
quired  Information  on  the  stamp,  tag, 
label,  or  other  mark  of  identification  of 
such  garment.  For  purposes  of  this  par¬ 
agraph  (b)  the  term  “interlining”  means 
any  fabric  or  fibers  incorporated  into  a 
garment  or  article  of  wearing  apparel  as 
a  layer  between  an  outershell  and  an  in¬ 
ner  lining. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  wool  products  which 
are  not  garments  or  articles  of  apparel, 
but  which  contain  linings,  paddings,  stiff¬ 
ening,  trimmings,  or  facings,  the  stamp, 
tag,  label,  or  other  mark  of  identification 
of  the  product  shall  show  the  fiber  con¬ 
tent  of  such  linings,  paddings,  stiffening. 


trimmings  or  facings,  set  forth  separately 
and  distinctly  in  such  stamp,  tag,  label, 
or  other  mark  of  identification. 

(d)  Wool  products  which  are  or  have 
been  manufactured  for  sale  or  sold  for 
use  as  linings,  interlinings,  paddings, 
stiffening,  trimmings  or  facings,  but  not 
contained  in  a  garment,  article  of  ap¬ 
parel,  or  other  product,  shall  be  labeled 
or  marked  with  the  required  information 
as  in  the  case  of  other  wool  products. 

(Sec.  4,  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act,  1939;  64 
Stat.  1129;  15  UJS.C.  68b;  sec.  6,  Wool  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act,  1939;  54  Stat.  1131;  15 
UJ3.C.  68d) 

16.  An  amendment  of  §  300.25  (Rule 
25)  to  delineate  the  conditions  under 
which  certain  representations  as  to  fiber 
content  of  wool  products  may  or  may  not 
properly  be  used.  Section  300.25  (Rule 
25)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.25  Representations  ,as  to  fiber 
content. 

(a)  Words,  coined  words,  symbols,  or 
depictions  which  constitute  or  imply  the 
name  or  designation  of  a  fiber  which  is 
not  present  in  the  product  shall  not 
appear  on  labels.  Any  word  or  coined 
word  which  is  phonetically  similar  to 
the  name  or  designation  of  a  fiber  or 
which  is  only  a  slight  variation  in  spell¬ 
ing  from  the  name  or  designation  of  a 
fiber  shall  not  be  used  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  represent  or  imply  that  such  fiber 
is  present  in  the  product  when  the  fiber 
is  not  present  as  represented. 

(b)  Where  a  word,  coined  word,  sym¬ 
bol  or  depiction  which  connotes  or  im¬ 
plies  the  presence  of  a  fiber  is  used  on 
any  label,  whether  required  or  nonre- 
quired,  a  full  and  complete  fiber  content 
disclosure  with  percentages  shall  be  made 
on  such  label  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  and  regulations. 

17.  An  amendment  of  §  300.27  (Rule 

27)  to  extend  the  provisions  of  such  sec¬ 
tion  to  products  whose  principal  compo¬ 
nents  consist  of  a  blend  of  fibers  in 
addition  to  those  products  whose  prin¬ 
cipal  components  consist  of  woolen  fibers. 
Section  300.27  (Rule  27)  shall  herein¬ 
after  read: 

§  300.27  Wool  products  containing  su¬ 
perimposed  or  added  fibers. 

Where  a  wool  product  is  made  wholly 
of  one  fiber  or  a  blend  of  fibers  with  the 
exception  of  an  additional  fiber  in  minor 
proportion  superimposed  or  added  in  cer¬ 
tain  separate  and  distinct  areas  or  sec¬ 
tions  for  reinforcing  or  other  useful  pur¬ 
poses,  the  product  may  be  designated 
according  to  the  fiber  content  of  the 
principal  fiber  or  blend  of  fibers,  with  an 
excepting  naming  the  superimposed  or 
added  fiber,  giving  the  percentage  there¬ 
of  in  relation  to  the  total  fiber  weight 
of  the  principal  fiber  or  blend  of  fibers, 
and  indicating  the  area  or  section  which 
contains  the  superimposed  or  added 
fiber.  An  example  of  this  type  of  fiber 
content  disclosure,  as  applied  to  prod¬ 
ucts  having  reinforcing  fibers  added  to  a 
particular  area  or  section,  is  as  follows: 
55%  Reprocessed  Wool 
46%  Rayon 

Except  5%  Nylon  added  to  toe  and  heel 

18.  An  amendment  of  8  300.28  (Rule 

28)  to  provide  certain  alternative  meth¬ 


ods  for  the  disclosure  of  fiber  content  in¬ 
formation  as  to  reclaimed  fibers  in  lieu 
of  the  disclosure  otherwise  required  by 
the  Act  and  regulations.  Section  300.28 
(Rule  28)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

§  300.28  Undetermined  quantities  of  re- 
claimed  fibers. 

(a)  Where  a  wool  product  is  composed 
in  part  of  various  man-made  fibers  re¬ 
covered  from  textile  products  contain¬ 
ing  undetermined  quantities  of  such 
fibers,  the  percentage  content  of  the 
respective  fibers  recovered  from  such 
products  may  be  disclosed  on  the  re¬ 
quired  stamp,  tag,  or  label  in  aggregate 
form  as  “man-made  fibers”  followed  by 
the  naming  of  such  fibers  in  the  order 
of  their  predominance  by  weight,  as  for 
example: 

60%  Wool 

40%  Man-made  fibers: 

Rayon 

Acetate 

Nylon 

(b)  Where  a  wool  product  is  com¬ 
posed  in  part  of  wool,  reprocessed  wool 
or  reused  wool  and  in  part  qf  unknown 
and,  for  practical  purposes,  undeter¬ 
minable  nonwoolen  fibers  reclaimed  from 
any  spun,  woven,  knitted,  felted,  braided, 
bonded  or  otherwise  manufactured  or 
used  product,  the  required  fiber  content 
disclosure,  may,  when  truthfully  ap¬ 
plicable,  in  lieu  of  the  fiber  content  dis¬ 
closure  otherwise  required  by  the  Act 
and  regulations,  set  forth  (1)  the  per¬ 
centages  of  wool,  reprocessed  wool  or 
reused  wool,  and  (2)  the  generic  names 
and  the  percentages  of  all  other  fibers 
whose  presence  is  known  or  practically 
ascertainable,  and  (3)  the  percentage  of 
the  unknown  and  undeterminable  re¬ 
claimed  fibers,  designating  such  re¬ 
claimed  fibers  as  “unknown  reclaimed 
fibers”  or  “undetermined  reclaimed 
fibers”,  as  for  example : 

75%  Reprocessed  Wool 

25%  Unknown  Reclaimed  Fibers 


35%  Reused  Wool 
30%  Acetate 
15%  Cotton 

20%  Undetermined  Reclaimed  Fibers 

In  making  the  required  fiber  content  dis¬ 
closure  any  fibers  referred  to  as  “un¬ 
known  reclaimed  fibers”  or  “undeter¬ 
mined  reclaimed  fibers”  shall  be  listed 
last. 

(c)  The  terms  “unknown  reprocessed 
fibers”,  “undetermined  reprocessed  fi¬ 
bers”,  “unknown  reused  fibers”  and  “un¬ 
determined  reused  fibers”  may  be  used 
in  describing  the  unknown  and  unde¬ 
terminable  reclaimed  fibers  referred  to 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  in  lieu 
of  the  terms  specified  therein:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  same  standards  are  to 
be  used  in  determining  the  applicability 
of  the  terms  “reprocessed”  and  “reused 
as  are  used  in  defining  “reprocessed 
wool”  and  “reused  wool”  in  sections  2 

(c)  and  2(d)  of  the  Act. 

(d)  For  purposes  of  this  section  un¬ 
determined  or  unascertained  amounts  of 
wool  or  reprocessed  wool  may  be  classi¬ 
fied  and  designated  as  reused  wool. 

(e)  Nothing  contained  in  this  section 
Rhftii  excuse  a  full  and  accurate  dis¬ 
closure  of  fiber  content  with  correct 
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percentages  if  the  same  is  known  or  prac¬ 
tically  ascertainable,  or  permit  a  devia¬ 
tion  from  the  requirements  of  section 
4(a)(2)(A)  of  the  Act  with  respect  to 
oroducts  not  labeled  under  the  provi- 

\  m  _ i.i _ _ _ ^.11  ^  U1MU., 

sions  < - - 

classification  of  wool,  reprocessed  wool 
or  reused  wool  than  that  provided  by 


the  purchase  or  acquisition  of  the  raw 
materials. 

(c)  The  records  required  to  be  main¬ 
tained  pursuant  to  this  section  and  sec- 

_ _  _  tion  6  of  the  Act  shall  be  maintained 

of  this  section,  or  permit  a  higher  and  preserved  for  at  least  three  years. 

- ,  ,  -  -  , ,  .  '  20.  An  amendment  of  5  300.32  (Rule 

__  reused  wool  than  that  provided  by  32)  to  simplify  and  clarify  the  provisions 
section  2  of  the  Act.  relative  to  separate  guaranties,  to  pro- 

19.  An  amendment  of  S  300.31  (Rule  vide  alternative  suggested  forms  for  sep- 
31)  to  more  specifically  set  forth  the  arate  guaranties  and  to  provide  that  cer- 
records  required  to  be  maintained  by  tain  disclosures  shall  not  constitute 
manufacturers  of  wool  products  under  separate  guaranties.  Section  300.32 
section  0  of  the  Act.  Section  300.31  (Rule  32)  shall  hereinafter  read: 

(Rule  31)  shall  hereinafter  read:  §300.32  Form  of  separate  guaranty. 

§  300.31  Maintenance  of  records.  (a)  The  following  are  suggested  forms 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec-  of  separate  guaranties  under  section  9 
tion  6  of  the  Act,  every  manufacturer  of  of  the  Act  which  may  be  used  by  a  guar- 
a  wool  product  subject  to  the  Act,  ir-  antor  residing  in  the  United  States  on 
respective  of  whether  any  guaranty  has  or  as  part  of  an  invoice  or  other  paper 
been  given  or  received,  shall  maintain  relating  to  the  marketing  or  handling  of 
written  records  showing  the  fiber  con-  any  wool  products  listed  and  designated 
tent  as  required  by  the  Act  of  all  such  therein  and  showing  the  date  of  such  in¬ 
wool  products  made  by  such  manufac-  voice  or  other  paper  and  the  signature 
turer.  The  records  so  maintained  shall  and  address  of  the  guarantor: 
show:  (1)  General  form. 

(1)  The  percentage  by  weight  of  wool,  we  guarantee  that  the  wool  products  spec- 
reprocessed  wool,  and  reused  wool,  and  of  ifled  herein  are  not  misbranded  under  the 
each  fiber  other  than  wool,  placed  in  the  provisions  of  the  Wool  Products  Labeling 
respective  wool  products  of  such  manu-  Act  and  rah*  and  regulations  thereunder. 

facturer  in  the  form  of  fiber,  yam,  fabric  (2)  Guaranty  based  on  guaranty. 
or  other  form : 

,Uan“y  °f  ZUSSi 

Purchases ,  herein  are  not  misbranded  under  the  pro- 

(3)  The  date  and  quantity  of  each  vl8lons  of  the  Wool  products  Labeling  Act 
batch,  blend,  lot,  stock,  kettle,  dye,  weav-  and  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 

SfifftoSTnS?  SSEZfiElZ  «•  ■>«“*«*  «—  —  - 

appucaDie  to  an  raw  material  usea,  re  the  invoice  or  other  paper  will  suffice  to  meet 
lating  each  to  the  purchase  records  of  the  signature  and  address  requirements, 
such  raw  material  by  appropriate  lot  or 

stock  numbers,  letters,  or  symbols;  and  (h)  The  mere  disclosure  of  required 

(4)  The  date  and  quantity  of  each  sale  information  including  the  fiber  content 
or  delivery  of  wool  products  manufac-  °f  wool  products  on  a  label  or  on  an  in- 
tured,  relating  each  sale  or  delivery  to  voice  or  other  paper  relating  to  its  mar- 
the  manufacturing  or  processing  record  keting  or  handling  shall  not  be  consid- 
required  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  ©red  a  form  of  separate  guaranty. 

by  appropriate  lot  or  stock  numbers,  let-  jl.  An  amendment  of  §  300.33  (Rule 
ters,  or  symbols  and  such  numbers,  in-  33)  simplify  and  clarify  the  require - 
formation,  marks  or  other  means  of  ments  relative  to  the  filing  of  continuing 
identification  as  will  identify  the  said  guaranties,  to  provide  that  such  guaran- 
records  with  the  respective  wool  products  ties  shall  remain  in  effect  revoked, 
to  which  they  relate  and  the  said  wool  to  permit  statements  relative  to  filing  of 
products  with  the  respective  records.  such  guaranties  and  to  prohibit  false 
Manufacturers  shall  also  keep  and  main-  statements  relative  to  such  guaranties, 
tain  as  records  under  the  Act  all  pur-  Section  300.33  (Rule  33)  shall  here  in¬ 
chase  and  sales  invoices,  purchase  and  after  read: 


(State  or  Territory) 


(Name  under  which  busi¬ 
ness  is  conducted) 


(Impression  of 
corporate  seal, 
if  corporation) 


(Signature  of  proprietor, 
partner,  or  authorised 
official  of  corporation) 
Execution 


County  of _ } 

On  this _ day  of _ _  19__, 

before  me  personally  appeared  the  said 

- ,  proprietor,  partner  (strike  non- 

applicable  words)  _ _ 

(if  corporation,  give  title 
of  authorized  official) 

of - -  to  me  personally  known,  and 

acknowledged  the  execution  of  the  foregoing 
instrument  on  behalf  of  the  firm,  for  the 
uses  and  purposes  therein  stated. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(Circular  No.  2144] 

PART  2220— GRANTS 
Subpart  2226— Desert  Land  Act 

Definitions  ' 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
incorporate  into  the  regulations  mean- 
Cancellation  of  Entry  ing  of  terms  defined  in  Departmental  de- 

-  ...  .  cisions  (George  W.  Wilkinson,  A-29315 

tajL  thf  (May  2-  1963  >  >  Brandon  v.  Costley,  34 

LD-  488  (1900) ;  and  Claude  E-  Crumb, 

;  ^at  faiJ.ure  of  a^.e^ry?lan  to  62  ID.  99  (1955) ,  and  to  set  out  specifi- 
Eith  *?*  lawire“  cally  the  principle  that  land  that  has 
C  anthoHtv  rfprmi1?*  t**11  effectually  reclaimed  is  not  subject 

^Pn^nnfHmJ^nthir  to  deSert  lftIld  entry  (GCOrge  W.  Wilkin- 

tension  of  time  or  other  relief.  son,  supra,  Taylor  v.  Rogers,  14  LD.  194 

^y^^e^mSl  g-g  -  C“  V  18  ^  48 

lirements  voluntarily,  that  pro-  Although  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
s  not  followed  in  this  case  since  rior  customarily  observes  the  rule  making 
iciples  have  already  been  an-  requirements  voluntarily,  that  procedure 
.  111  Departmental  decisions:  (s  not  followed  in  this  case  because  the 
6t  al‘V^  w  1^i  changes  being  made  incorporate  into  the 

)  \.?farvi*L  A-29376  regulations  definitions  and  principles  es- 

.,  1968)  P^fald  C.  Chisum,- A-  tablished  in  Departmental  decisions. 

LU  :  This  amendment  shall  become  effective 

3°b  H.  Oliphant,  A-29163  (April  on  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

*  and  A.  Bartel,  A-29664  1.  a  new  §  2226.0-5  is  added  as  follows: 

IT  11|  1962 )  • 

amendment  shall  become  effec-  §  2226.0-5  Definitions. 
l  publication  in  the  Federal  (a)  As  used  in  the  desert-land  laws 
R-  and  the  regulations  of  this  subpart : 

(1)  “Reclamation”  requires  conduct¬ 
ing  water  in  adequate  amounts  and 
quality  to  the  land  so  as  to  render  it 
available  for  distribution  when  needed 
for  irrigation  and  cultivation. 

(2)  “Cultivation”  requires  the  opera¬ 
tion,  practice,  or  act  of  tillage  or  prepara¬ 
tion  of  land  for  seed,  and  keeping  the 
ground  in  a  state  favorable  for  the 
growth  of  crops. 

(3)  “Irrigation”  requires  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  water  to  land  for  the  purpose 
of  growing  crops. 

(4)  “Crop”  includes  any  agricultural 
product  to  which  the  land  under  con¬ 
sideration  is  generally  adapted  and 
which  would  return  a  fair  reward  for 
the  expense  of  producing  it. 

(5)  “Water  supply”,  to  be  adequate, 
must  be  sufficient  to  irrigate  successfully 
and  to  reclaim  all  of  the  irrigable  land 
embraced  in  an  entry. 

(6)  “Water  right”  means  the  author¬ 
ity,  whether  by  prior  ownership,  con¬ 
tract,  purchase,  or  appropriation  in  ac- 

3.  A  new  subparagraph  (I)  is  added  cordance  with  state  law,  to  use  water  on 
to  §  2226.1-5 (a)  as  follows:  the  land  to  be  irrigated. 

§  2226.1-5  Final  proof.  2.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  2226.0-7  Is 

amended  by  the  addition  of  subpara- 
(a)  General  requirements.  graph  (3)  ^  follows; 

•*••*§  2226.0—7  Land  subject  to  disposition. 
(1)  Where  the  proof  establishes  that  (a)  Land  that  may  "be  entered  as 
the  entryman  cannot  effect  timely  com-  desert  land. 

pliance  with  the  law,  the  entry  must  be  •  •  *  *  * 

canceled  unless  statutory  authority  per-  o>  that  has  been  effectually  re¬ 

mits  the  granting  of  an  extension  of  time  claimed  is  not  subject  to  desert  land 
or  other  relief.  entry. 

Stewart  L.  Udall,  *  *  *  * 

Secetary  of  the  Interior.  Secr5™7the  m£u». 

May  14, 1964.  May  14,  1964. 

[FE.  Doc.  64-6050;  Piled,  May  20,  1964;  [F.R.  Doc.  64-6051;  Piled,  May  20,  1984; 

8:46  am.]  8:46  am.] 


Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS:  *"CHA""  MAMA0EttENT 

INTERIOR  (Circular  No.  2142] 

Chapter  II— Bureau  of  Land  Manage-  FART  M1°-“°CCUPANCY 

merit,  Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBCHAFTER  A — GENERAL  MANAGEMENT 
(1000) 

[Circular  No.  2143] 

PART  1810— INTRODUCTION  AND 
GENERAL  GUIDANCE 

Authority  To  Bind  Government 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
incorporate  into  the  regulations  the 
principles  that  the  authority  of  the 
United  States  to  enforce  public  rights  or 
protect  public  interests  is  not  vitiated  by 
laches,  acquiescence,  or  failure  of  its 
officers  or  agents  to  act;  that  the  United 
States  is  not  bound  or  estopped  by  the 
acts  of  its  officers  or  agents  in  entering 
into  arrangements  or  agreements  not 
sanctioned  by  law,  and  that  reliance  on 
information  or  advice  or  office  records 
cannot  vest  any  right  not  authorized  by 
law.  These  principles  are  enunciated  in 
many  Departmental  and  court  decisions 
including  United  States  v.  William  M. 

Barnett  et  al.,  A-29157  (May  13,  1963); 

Mike  Abraham,  A-28163  (November  16,  i.  A  new  §  2211.2-5  is  added  as  follows: 
1959);  Orvil  Ray  Mickelberry,  A-28432 

(November  16, 1960) ;  Robert  L.  Miller,  65  §  2211.2-5  Noncompliance. 

I.D.  81  (1961);  Utah  Power  and  Light  Co.  +>,_  ...  .. 

v.  United  States,  243  U.S.  389  (1917) ;  r® 1 astabJ^es  tbe 

United  States  v.  California,  332  U.S.  19  entryman  cannot  effect  timely  compli- 
(1947) ;  and  United  States  v.  San  Fran-  ance  law-  ^  entry  must  be  can- 

cisco,  310  UJ5. 16  (1940) .  celed  unless  statutory  authority  permits 

Although  the  Department  of  the  In-  the  granting  of  an  extension  of  time  or 
terior  customarily  observes  the  rule  mak-  other  relief. 

ing  requirements  voluntarily,  that  pro-  „  A.  ___  _ _ ,,  .  . .  .  . 

cedure  is  not  followed  in  this  case  2.  A  new  subparagraph  (3)  is  added  to 
because  the  amendment  involves  long-  5  22ii.8-7(a)  as  follows: 
established  principles.  §  2211.9-7  Proof. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
on  publication  in  the  Federal  Register.  (a)  Submission. 

A  new  section  is  added  to  Part  1810  as  •  •  •  •  • 

follows.  (3)  where  the  proof  establishes  that 

§  1810.3  Effect  of  laches;  authority  to  the  entryman  cannot  effect  timely  com- 
bind  government.  pliance  with  the  law,  the  entry  must  be 

<a)  The  authority  of  the  United  States  ca“1ed  urUef,s  statutory  authority  per- 
to  enforce  a  public  right  or  protect  a  mi*'s  tne  granting  of  an  extension  of  time 
nubile  interest  is  not  vitiated  or  lost  bv  or  other  relief. 
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APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS  Upper  Chetco  Campground 

(Public  Land  Order  3395] 

[Oregon  013790]  Little  Redwood  Campground 

OREGON  *  T.  39  S.,  R.  12  W.,  / 

Sec.  20.  lot  6; 

Withdrawal  for  Forest  Service  Sec.  29.  n%  lot  3. 

Recreation  Areas  Winchuck  Campground 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  T.  41  s.,  R.  12  w., 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Sec-  S^S^NE^NW^> 

Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  and  NEy4swy4Nwy4. 

P R.  4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows:  The  areas  described  aggregate  ap- 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  proximately  534  acres, 
minerals  in  the  following  described  na-  _  A  r.nv„_  Tr 

tional  forest  lands  in  the  Siskiyou  Na-  Assistant  Secretary  of  theJnterior 

tional  Forest,  Oregon,  are  hereby  with-  Assistant  secretary  o;  tne  interior . 

drawn  from  prospecting,  location,  entry  May  15,  1964. 

and  purchase  under  the  mining  laws  of  rpR  64-5048;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

the  United  States  but  not  from  leasing  8;46  am.] 

under  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  in  aid  of 
programs  of  the  Forest  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  utilization  of  Efl  Mill  i’ll  irr  A  kill 

the  surface  as  recreation  areas  as  ||{|g  Jy - WILUUlt  ANU 

Indicated:  PICUFDIF^ 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon  riwllLlllLu 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33 — SPORT  FISHING 
Alaska 


SISKIYOU  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Store  Gulch  Campground  and  Guard  Station 
T.  38  S.,  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  3.  SWy4  lot  3,  Wy2SEy4NWK  and 
NEy4SEV4Nwy4. 

Upper  Indigo  Campground 

T  34  S  R  10  TV 

Sec.  12,  NEV4SEV4SWV4  and  Wy2SWK 
SE%. 

Sourdough  Campground 
T  41  S  Hr  11  TV 

Sec.  11,  NEHNWtt,  NE%SEV4NW%. 

Elk  Creek  Falls  Picnic  and  Recreation  Area 
T  32  S  R  11  TV 

Sec.  5,  sy,  lot  15,  and  NWKSEK. 

Myrtle  Grove  Campground 

T.  32  S.,  R.ll  W., 

Sec.  18,  S%NE%SE^4. 

Daphne  Grove  Campground 

T.  33  S..  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  7,  E%  lot  10,  lot  23. 

Squaw  Lake  Campground  and 
Recreation  Area 

T.  33  S.,  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  9,  E^SE&SWVi.  and  SW^SEK. 
Maple  Campground 

T.33.S..R.  11  W., 

Sec.  18,  SEKSWftNEK  and  SWKSEK 

nek. 

Rock  Creek  Campground 
T.33  S.,R.  11  W., 

Sec.  19,  Ey,  lot  7,  lot  8,  NWK  lot  18, 
and  NE&  lot  14. 

Fairvie v>  Campground 

T-  37  S.,  R.  12  w.,  Unsurveyed 
Sec- 19,  NEKSWKNWK. 

Long  Ridge  Campground 
T-  38  S.,  R.  12  w.. 

Sec-  23,Ey2NEKSWK. 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
17  CFR  Parts  1032,  1062,  10671 

(Docket  Noe.  AO-313- A3-R02,  AO-10-A29, 
AO— 222— A1 3  ] 

MILK  IN  THE  SUBURBAN  ST.  LOUIS; 
ST.  LOUIS,  MISSOURI;  AND  OZARKS 
MARKETING  AREAS 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreements 
and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing' 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
of  this  recommended  decision  with  re¬ 
spect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreements  and 
orders  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Suburban  St.  Louis;  St.  Louis, 
Missouri;  and  Ozarks  marketing  areas. 
Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not 
later  than  the  close  of  business  the  15th 
day  after  publication  of  this  decision  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  exceptions 
should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreements 
and  to  the  orders  as  amended,  were  for¬ 
mulated,  was  conducted  at  Springfield 
and  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  on  June  4-11, 
1963,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  which 
was  Issued  May  6, 1963  (28  F.R.  4665). 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to:  (The  following  is¬ 
sues  pertain  to  all  three  orders,  except 
as  specifically  indicated.) 

1.  Expansion  of  the  St.  Louis  market¬ 
ing  area; 

2.  Expansion  of  the  suburban  St.  Louis 
marketing  area; 

3.  Modification  of  the  definitions  of 
producer-handler,  handler,  dairy  farmer 
for  other  markets  (St.  Louis) ,  and  pool 
plants; 

4.  Revision  of  the  diversion  provisions; 

5.  Classification  of  fortified  products, 
milk  which  is  used  for  livestock  feed  and 
milk  that  is  dumped ; 

6.  Revision  of  the  transfer  provision 
(St.  Louis,  suburban  St.  Louis) ; 

7.  Class  I  prices; 

8.  Class II  prices; 

9.  Modification  of  location  differentials 
(St.  Louis) ; 

10.  Type  of  pooling;  and 

11.  Interest  on  overdue  accounts  (St. 
Louis). 


The  present  St.  Louis  order  contains 
compensatory  payment  provisions  con¬ 
cerning  other  source  milk  from  plants 
not  regulated  by  another  order  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Act.  Amendments  to 
these  and  other  provisions  of  the  order 
have  been  recommended  on  the  basis  of 
a  regional  hearing  held  in  January  1963 
(29  F.R.  2102).  Because  of  the  size  and 
complexity  of  the  documents  covering 
the  regional  hearing,  the  time  required  to 
complete  the  remaining  procedures  will 
necessarily  be  longer  than  on  this 
hearing. 

.  Issuance  of  the  amendments  based  on 
the  regional  hearing  prior  to  those  based 
on  this  hearing  would  delay  the  action  on 
the  issues  of  this  hearing.  Issuance  of 
the  amended  order  contained  herein  at 
the  earliest  practicable  time  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act 
even  though  it  will  not  contain  certain 
provisions  being  considered  on  the  basis 
of  the  regional  hearing.  The  expansion 
of  the  St.  Louis  marketing  area  provided 
herein  is  necessary  to  effectuate  orderly 
marketing  among  all  handlers  doing 
business  in  the  new  territory. 

In  view  of  the  area  expansion  and 
other  amendments  herein  recommended, 
this  proposed  order  does  not  contain 
compensatory  payment  provisions  for 
integrating  other  source  milk  into  the 
regulatory  scheme.  As  noted  above,  new 
provisions  dealing  with  this  problem  will 
be  issued  based  on  the  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  held  in  January  1963.  In  order  to 
make  the  amended  order  operative  the 
present  provisions  with  respect  to  trans¬ 
fers  and  allocation  are  retained,  except 
that,  to  the  extent  necessary,  these  pro¬ 
visions  are  modified  to  conform  to  the 
finding  contained  herein. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues  are  based  on  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof : 

1.  Expansion  of  the  St.  Louis  market¬ 
ing  area,  (a)  The  St.  Louis  marketing 
area  should  be  expanded  to  include  the 
Missouri  counties-  of  Bollinger,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Perry,  St.  Francois,  Ste.  Genevieve, 
and  Washington. 

These  nine  counties  which  are  south 
and  west  of  the  present  marketing  area 
constitute  part  of  the  general  sales  area 
of  the  handlers  now  regulated  and  the 
inclusion  of  these  counties  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  will  accommodate  more  orderly 
marketing  of  milk  in  the  area.  The 
sales  by  St.  Louis  handlers  in  this  terri¬ 
tory  are  made  in  competition  with  some 
unregulated  handlers  who  buy  milk  from 
dairy  farmers  at  a  flat  rate  price  approx¬ 
imating  the  St.  Louis  blend  price.  A 
high  Class  I  utilization  is  maintained  at 
some  of  these  plants.  The  unregulated 
handlers  who  maintain  a  Class  I  utiliza¬ 
tion  higher  than  the  average  of  the  reg¬ 
ulated  handlers,  have  a  competitive  ad¬ 
vantage  over  the  regulated  handlers 
since  they  are  not  required  to  pay  the 


full  utilization  value  for  their  milk  at  the 
class  prices  provided  in  the  order. 

The  expanded  marketing  area  will 
more  completely  encompass  the  major 
sales  territories  of  St.  Louis  regulated 
handlers  and,  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  the  sales  areas  of  those  han¬ 
dlers  who  would  become  regulated  as  a 
result  of  the  enlargement  of  the  market¬ 
ing  area.  Handlers  who  distribute  in 
the  expanded  marketing  area  would  be 
assured  that  they  would  be  in  competi¬ 
tion  with  distributors  who  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  for  producer  milk  on  a 
classified  use  basis. 

It  is  expected  that  five  additional  han¬ 
dlers  would  become  regulated  as  a  result 
of  expanding  the  marketing  area.  The 
population  of  the  nine-county  area  at 
the  time  of  the  U5.  Census  for  1960  was 
approximately  250,000.  Principal  cities 
located  within  the  territory  to  be  added 
to  the  marketing  area  include  Cape 
Girardeau,  Farmington,  Perryville, 
Potosi,  Ste.  Genevieve  and  Washington. 

The  majority  of  the  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  disposed  of  on  routes  in  the  nine- 
county  area  are  processed  at  plants 
which  are  regulated  under  the  St.  Louis, 
suburban  St.  Louis  or  Ozarks  orders. 
There  are  three  plants  in  the  area  which 
are  partially  regulated  under  the  St. 
Louis  order  due  to  the  limited  amount  of 
their  route  sales  in  the  present  market¬ 
ing  area.  These  partially  regulated  han¬ 
dlers  distribute  milk  in  six  of  the  nine 
counties  and  would  become  fully  regu¬ 
lated  with  the  addition  of  these  counties 
to  the  marketing  area.  There  are  two 
other  handlers  located  in  the  area  who 
would  become  fully  regulated  and  there 
are  two  plants  located  outside  the  area 
which  have  a  very  limited  volume  of  sales 
in  the  proposed  additional  territory  and, 
accordingly,  would  not  be  fully  regulated. 

A  partially  regulated  handler  located 
in  Cape  Girardeau  proposed  that  the 
counties  of  Bollinger,  Cape  Girardeau, 
Jefferson,  Perry,  St.  Francois,  and  Ste. 
Genevieve  be  included  in  the  St.  Louis 
marketing  area.  This  handler  sells  ap¬ 
proximately  18  percent  of  his  fluid  milk 
products  in  the  present  marketing  area. 
Except  for  sales  to  a  military  base  in 
Blytheville,  Arkansas,  the  remainder  of 
his  sales  are  confined  to  the  territory 
around  Cape  Girardeau.  His  competi¬ 
tors  in  this  area  (Bollinger  and  Cape  Gi¬ 
rardeau  Counties)  are  four  St.  Louis 
handlers,  one  suburban  St.  Louis  handler, 
one  Ozarks  handler  and  an  unregulated 
handler  located  in  Sikeston,  Missouri. 
Sales  in  these  two  counties  by  the  Sikes¬ 
ton,  Missouri,  handler  account  for  less 
than  four  percent  of  his  total  fluid  milk 
sales. 

The  handler  at  Cape  Girardeau  obtains 
his  supply  of  milk  from  producerslo- 
cated  in  Cape  Girardeau  County.  This 
county  is  part  of  the  St.  Louis  and  sub¬ 
urban  St.  Louis  supply  area.  Thus,  the 
competitive  buying  prices  in  the  area  are 
the  blend  prices  computed  under  the  St. 
Louis  and  suburban  St.  Louis  orders. 
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The  Cape  Girardeau  handler  uses  about 
90  percent  of  his  supply  in  Class  I  uses 
compared  to  about  70  percent  Class  I 
use  under  the  St.  Louis  order  and  75  per¬ 
cent  Class  I  use  under  the  suburban  St. 
Louis  order.  Thus,  the  handler  can  ob¬ 
tain  a  supply  of  milk  at  less  than  its  class 
use  value  provided  under  the  order.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  he  enjoys  a  competitive  ad¬ 
vantage  over  the  regulated  handlers  that 
distribute  milk  in  Cape  Girardeau  and 
Bollinger  Counties.  Also  the  producers 
supplying  this  plant  are  not  receiving  the 
full  classified  use  value  which  the  order 
would  provide  for  their  milk. 

Inclusion  of  Bollinger  and  Cape  Girar¬ 
deau  Counties  in  the  marketing  area 
would  contribute  to  orderly  marketing 
by  assuring  that  all  handlers  distribut¬ 
ing  milk  in  the  area  pay  for  their  milk 
on  a  class  use  basis  and  that  producers 
receive  the  full  class  use  value  for  their 
milk. 

The  other  four  counties  proposed  by 
the  Cape  Girardeau  handler  are  located 
between  Cape  Girardeau  and  the  present 
marketing  area.  Addition  of  these  coun¬ 
ties  will  result  in  a  marketing  area  which 
more  closely  conforms  to  the  sales  terri¬ 
tory  of  presently  regulated  handlers.  In 
two  of  these  counties,  Perry  and  Ste. 
Genevieve,  there  are  no  fluid  milk  sales 
by  unregulated  handlers.  In  St.  Fran¬ 
cois  County  there  is  one  unregulated 
handler  who  accounts  for  about  seven 
percent  of  the  fluid  milk  sales  in  the 
county.  In  Jefferson  County  about  five 
percent  of  the  fluid  milk  sales  are  made 
by  an  unregulated  handler. 

Certain  other  proponents  proposed 
that  the  Missouri  counties  of  Crawford, 
Franklin,  Gasconade,  Mississippi,  Scott, 
and  Washington  also  be  included  in  the 
St.  Louis  marketing  area. 

Unregulated  handlers  located  in 
Franklin  County,  Missouri,  distribute' 
fluid  milk  products  in  competition  with 
regulated  handlers.  Regulated  handlers 
account  for  about  two-thirds  of  the  fluid 
milk  sales  in  this  county.  There  are 
about  100  producers  in  the  county  who 
ship  their  milk  to  St.  Louis  regulated 
handlers.  Thus,  the  competitive  buying 
price  for  milk  in  the  area  is  the  St.  Louis 
blend  price.  Unregulated  handlers  in 
the  county  are  in  a  position  to  purchase  a 
supply  of  mlik  for  fluid  use  at  approxi¬ 
mately  the  St.  Louis  blend  price  while 
their  regulated  competitors  must  pay  the 
Class  I  price.  Expansion  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  to  include  Franklin  County 
would  contribute  to  orderly  marketing 
by  assuring  that  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk 
distributed  in  the  county  are  uniform 
among  all  handlers  and  that  producers 
receive  the  full  use  value  for  their  milk. 

The  only  unregulated  handler  with 
sales  in  Crawford  and  Washington  Coun¬ 
ties  will  become  regulated  on  the  basis 
of  his  sales  in  Franklin  County  where  his 
Plant  is  located.  Inclusion  of  Crawford 
and  Washington  Counties  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  will  assure  greater  marketing 
stability  by  encompassing,  to  the  greatest 
extent  feasible,  the  area  within  which 
handlers  regulated  under  the  order  have 
the  majority  of  the  Class  I  sales. 

Gasconade  County  should  not  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  St.  Louisjnarketing  area. 
«t.  Louis  handlers  do  not  have  a  majority 


of  the  fluid  milk  business  in  this  county. 
Gasconade  County  is  a  sparsely  popu¬ 
lated  area  where  milk  is  distributed  by 
handlers  from  the  three  distant  popula¬ 
tion  centers  of  St.  Louis,  Springfield,  and 
Jefferson  City,  Missouri.  Inclusion  of 
Gasconade  County  in  the  marketing  area 
might  fully  regulate  a  handler  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Missouri,  which  is  about  50 
miles  west  of  the  recommended  market¬ 
ing  area.  The  major  portion  of  this 
handler’s  distribution  area  lies  in  un¬ 
regulated  territory  beyond  the  area  pro¬ 
posed  for  inclusion  in  the  marketing  area. 
Thus,  regulation  of  this  handler  could 
put  him  at  a  disadvantage  in  a  substan¬ 
tial  portion  of  his  sales  territory  as  he 
would  have  no  assurance  that  his  com¬ 
petitors  were  paying  at  least  the  mini¬ 
mum  order  prices  for  their  milk. 

Scott  and  Mississippi  Counties  should 
not  be  added  to  the  marketing  area.  The 
principal  distributor  of  milk  in  these 
counties  is  an  unregulated  handler  lo¬ 
cated  at  Sikeston,  Missouri.  St.  Louis 
regulated  handlers  account  for  not  more 
than  half  of  the  sales  in  Mississippi 
County  and  for  about  one-fourth  of  the 
sales  in  Scott  County.  The  remainder 
of  the  distribution  in  these  counties  is 
made  by  handlers  regulated  under  other 
orders.  The  handler  at  Sikeston  pays 
for  his  milk  prices  equal  to,  or  in  excess 
of,  the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price.  Thus,  he 
has  enjoyed  no  competitive  advantage 
over  regulated  handlers. 

The  handler  at  Sikeston  was  the  pro¬ 
ponent  of  the  inclusion  of  these  counties 
in  the  marketing  area.  The  record, 
however,  fails  to  establish  that  disorderly 
marketing  conditions  presently  exist  in 
these  counties  or  are  likely  to  occur  in 
the  future.  It  may  be  noted  also  that 
the  producers  who  supply  the  milk  to  the 
plant  at  Sikeston  were  opposed  to  regu¬ 
lation.  It  must  be  concluded,  therefore, 
that  the  inclusion  of  Scott  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  Counties  in  the  marketing  area  is 
not  necessary  to  prevent  disorderly  mar¬ 
keting  conditions  in  the  counties  them¬ 
selves  or  in  the  remainder  of  the  market¬ 
ing  area  as  proposed. 

(b)  A  handler  proposed  that  certain 
parts  of  the  Suburban  St.  Louis  market¬ 
ing  area  be  shifted  to  the  St.  Louis 
marketing  area.  Specifically  the  area 
proposed  to  be  changed  includes  Madi¬ 
son  County,  Monroe  County,  that  portion 
of  St.  Clair  County  not  now  in  the  St. 
Louis  marketing  area  and  the  townships 
of  Sugar  Creek,  Looking  Glass,  St.  Rose, 
Breese  and  Germantown  in  Clinton 
County.  As  an  alternative,  the  han¬ 
dler  proposed  that  this  portion  of  the 
suburban  St.  Louis'  marketing  area  be 
designated  a  separate  price  zone  with  a 
Class  I  price  the  same  as  is  effective 
under  the  St.  Louis  order  for  plants  lo¬ 
cated  within  30  miles  of  the  City  Hall  in 
St.  Louis.  This  area  lies  within  the  base 
zone  of  the  suburban  St.  Louis  order 
where  the  Class  I  price  is  fixed  10  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  the  St.  Louis 
price. 

The  effect  of  the  proposals  would  be  to 
increase  the  Class  I  price  10  cents  per 
hundredweight  at  all  plants  which  are 
located  in  the  proposed  area  and  pres¬ 
ently  regulated  under  the  suburban  St. 
Louis  order.  The  handler  witness  con¬ 
tended  that  the  amendment  was  needed 


to  provide  equity  among  handlers  regu¬ 
lated  under  the  two  Federal  orders  in 
this  area  where  their  sales  overlap.  Ad¬ 
mittedly  it  would  seem  to  be  desirable 
to  have  identical  pricing  to  all  handlers 
competing  for  sales  in  a  given  area. 
However,  neither  of  the  proposals  would 
bring  about  such  a  condition  since  only 
four  of  the  11  suburban  St.  Louis  han¬ 
dlers  competing  for  sales  in  the  proposed 
area  would  be  affected  by  either  of  the 
proposed  changes.  Whether  adoption  of 
either  of  the  proposals  would  tend  to 
minimize  the  problem  is  not  determi¬ 
nable  since  the  record  does  not  indicate 
the  relative  volume  of  milk  sold  in  the 
area  by  each  handler. 

Even  if  a  common  sales  area  for  all 
handlers  could  be  delineated  it  would  be 
questionable  whether  either  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  would  be  appropriate 
since  each  of  them  would  increase  the 
price  level  for  a  substantial  portion  of 
the  milk  presently  priced  under  the 
suburban  St.  Louis  order. 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations 
neither  of  the  proposals  should  be  adopt¬ 
ed  as  such.  However,  closer  alignment, 
of  Class  I  prices  at  regulated  plants  in 
the  area  can  appropriately  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  providing  that  the  St.  Louis 
order  location  differential  at  pool  plants 
located  within  the  suburban  St.  Louis 
marketing  area  be  limited  to  the  amount 
that  the  suburban  St.  Louis  Class  I  price 
is  less  than  the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price. 
Findings  on  this  issue  are  included  in 
the  discussion  of  proposed  amendments 
to  th^  location  differential  provision. 

2.  Suburban  St.  Louis  marketing  area. 
A  cooperative  association  which  operates 
several  plants  in  Illinois,  some  of  which 
are  regulated  under  the  suburban  St. 
Louis  order,  proposed  that  the  Illinois 
counties  of  Adams,  Brown,  Cass,  Han¬ 
cock,  Morgan,  Pike,  Schuyler,  and  Scott 
be  included  in  the  suburban  St.  Louis 
marketing  area.  The  cooperative  op¬ 
erates  an  unregulated  plant  at  Quincy, 
Illinois,  at  which  fluid  milk  products  are 
packaged  and  distributed  on  routes 
throughout  these  counties. 

The  proposal  was  supported  only  on  the 
condition  that  the  present  marketing 
area  be  expanded  and  an  order  be  issued 
for  the  Central  Illinois  area  as  contained 
in  the  recommended  decision  issued  No¬ 
vember  13,  1962,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  17,  1962 
(27  F.R.  1 1369 ) .  The  proponent  coopera¬ 
tive’s  witness  stated  that  the  cooperative 
expects  to  change  the  operation  of  and 
distribution  from  some  of  its  plants.  One 
of  these  changes  would  regulate  the  co¬ 
operative’s  Quincy,  Illinois,  plant  under 
the  suburban  St.  Louis  order  if  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  were  expanded  pursuant  to 
the  previously  mentioned  recommended 
decision.  Milk  is  distributed  from  the 
Quincy  plant  on  routes  in  the  proposed 
counties  in  competition  with  several  other 
handlers  who  would  not  be  subject  to 
regulation  under  the  recommended  Cen¬ 
tral  Illinois  order  or  amended  suburban 
St.  Louis  order.  Thus,  these  unregulated 
handlers  could  enjoy  a  competitive  ad¬ 
vantage  over  the  Quincy  handler  by  pur¬ 
chasing  milk  for  fluid  distribution  at  a 
flat  price  approximating  the  Federal 
order  blend  price. 
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There  is  a  very  limited  amount  of  milk 
sold  in  the  proposed  additional  area  by 
handlers  presently  regulated  under  Fed¬ 
eral  orders.  A  large  percentage  of  the 
fluid  milk  being  distributed  in  this  eight- 
county  area  comes  from  plants  which 
undoubtedly  would  become  regulated  un¬ 
der  the  recommended  order  for  Central 
Illinois  if  such  an  order  were  promul¬ 
gated.  Handlers  operating  these  plants 
testified  that  the  addition  of  these  coun¬ 
ties  to  the  suburban  St.  Louis  marketing 
area  would  regulate  them  under  that  or¬ 
der  and  leave  a  major  proportion  of  their 
sales  subject  to  competition  from  un¬ 
regulated  handlers  if  an  order  were  not 
promulgated  for  Central  Illinois. 

In  three  of  the  proposed  counties  the 
major  portion  of  the  fluid  milk  is  dis¬ 
tributed  by  handlers  who  would  be  regu¬ 
lated  under  the  recommended  order  for 
Central  Illinois.  Distribution  by  these 
handlers  plus  the  distribution  from  the 
Quincy  plant  represents  a  majority  of  the 
sales  in  seven  of  the  eight  proposed 
counties. 

The  proponent’s  proposal  to  include 
these  counties  in  the  suburban  St.  Louis 
marketing  area  was  partly  based  on  a 
desire  to  have  all  of  its  regulated  plants 
under  the  same  order  to  facilitate  the 
movement  of  milk  between  its  plants. 
Since  proposed  amendments  are  being 
considered  with  respect  to  the  treatment 
of  unpriced  milk  and  shipments  of  milk 
between  orders,  it  might  have  some  bear¬ 
ing  on  the  proponent’s  plans  to  associate 
his  Quincy  plant  with  the  suburban  St. 
Louis  order. 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations 
these  counties  might  wnore  properly  be 
part  of  the  recommended  Central  Illi¬ 
nois  marketing  area  than  the  suburban 
St.  Louis  marketing  area.  However,  the 
hearing  notice  did  not  cover  their  in¬ 
clusion  in  the  Central  Illinois  area. 
Thus,  it  would  not  be  a  proper  action  on 
the  basis  of  this  hearing.  It  is  most  ap¬ 
propriate  that  regulation  of  these  comi¬ 
ties  be  considered  at  another  hearing. 
Under  the  circumstances  the  territory 
,  should  not  be  added  to  the  suburban  St. 
Louis  marketing  area. 

3.  Definition s — (a)  Producer -handler. 
It  was  proposed  that  the  definition 'of 
a  producer-handler  in  the  St.  Louis  and 
suburban  St.  Louis  orders  be  amended 
to  permit  producer-handlers  to  receive 
milk  delivered  in  tank  trucks  directly 
from  farms  of  members  of  a  cooperative 
association  which  is  the  handler  for  the 
milk.  The  orders  now  provide  that  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  may  receive  no  other 
source  milk  or  milk  from  other  dairy 
farmers  if  they  are  to  retain  producer- 
handler  status.  Thus,  pool  plants  are 
the  only  source  of  supplemental  supplies 
available  to  producer-handlers. 

If  a  producer-handler  were  permitted 
to  rely  on  other  dairy  farmers  for  sup¬ 
plies  of  milk  his  position  would  not  be 
significantly  different  from  that  of 
regulated  handlers.  A  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  in  its  capacity  as  a  bulk  tank 
handler  is  an  agent  for  producers  with 
respect  to  the  milk  which  they  sell.  The 
Intervention  of  the  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  in  the  marketing  process  would  not 
materially  affect  this  relationship.  Thus 
the  producer-handler  would,  in  effect. 


be  buying  milk  directly  from  dairy 
farmers.  Accordingly,  the  proposal 
should  not  be  adopted. 

(b)  Handler.  It  was  proposed  that 
the  definition  of  a  handler  be  modi¬ 
fied  to  include  persons  who  transport, 
broker  or  distribute  nonfluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  to  a  pool  plant.  The  proponent  wit¬ 
ness  6tated  that  this  revision  of  the 
handler  definition  was  necessary  so  that 
the  market  administrator  could  require 
such  persons  to  file  reports  which  would 
identify  the  source  of  nonfluid  milk 
products  which  may  enter  a  pool  plant, 
together  with  other  information  which 
he  might  deem  pertinent.  However,  the 
proponent  offered  no  specific  evidence 
and  cited  no  instances  in  which  such  in¬ 
formation  would  seem  to  be  necessary 
for  effective  operation  of  the  order. 
Thus,  the  proposal  should  not  be  adopted. 

(c)  Dairy  farmers  for  other  markets. 
The  "dairy  farmer  for  other  markets” 
provision  in  the  St.  Louis  order  should 
be  deleted. 

This  section  provides  that  the  milk 
of  any  dairy  farmer  which  is  received 
at  a  pool  plant  during  March  through 
August  will  be  other  source  milk  if  the 
handler  or  an  affiliate  received  milk  from 
the  same  farm  as  other  than  producer 
milk  during  the  preceding  months  of 
September  through  February. 

As  stated  in  the  Assistant  Secretary’s 
decision  on  January  13,  1960  (26  FJR. 
663)  this  provision  was  included  in  the 
order  as  a  means  of  distinguishing  be¬ 
tween  persons  producing  milk  primarily 
for  the  St.  Louis  market  and  those  en¬ 
gaged  in  supplying  plants  associated 
with  other  markets.  The  milk  of  such 
farmers  would,  in  most  instances,  be  sur¬ 
plus  to  the  needs  of  the  market  they 
had  supplied.  Pooling  such  milk  in  St. 
Louis  would  contribute  to  lower  uniform 
prices  for  those  producers  who  have  as¬ 
sumed  the  responsibility  of  regularly 
supplying  the  St.  Louis  market  by  plac¬ 
ing  on  them  the  burden  of  carrying 
the  surplus  of  other  markets  without  a 
compensating  participation  in  the  Class 
I  sales  of  such  markets  during  the 
months  of  short  supply. 

Although  this  provision  has  tended  to 
benefit  St.  Louis  producers  in  the  man¬ 
ner  described  above,  it  has  created  un¬ 
foreseen  problems  under  the  present  pat¬ 
tern  of  handler's  distribution.  There 
are  handlers  under  the  St.  Louis  and  sub¬ 
urban  St.  Louis  orders  who  have  route 
sales  within  both  marketing  areas.  Also 
there  are  handlers  who  operate  plants 
under  each  of  the  orders.  Consequently, 
there  is  a  definite  possibility  that  regu¬ 
lation  of  a  particular  plant  may  shift 
from  one  order  to  the  other  or  that  pro¬ 
ducers  may  be  shifted  from  a  plant  under 
one  order  to  a  plant  under  the  other 
order.  Under  such  circumstances  a 
producer  could  become  a  nonpool  pro¬ 
ducer.  In  fact,  this  was  the  case  with 
producers  supplying  the  plant  at  Breese, 
Illinois.  This  plant  has  a  history  of 
shifting  between  the  two  orders  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  order  where  it  has  the  greater 
Class  I  distribution.  Because  of  this  cir¬ 
cumstance  it  was  found  appropriate  to 
terminate  the  "dairy  farmer  for  other 
markets”  provision  of  the  suburban  St. 
Louis  order.  It  is  equally  appropriate 


that  the  provision  be  deleted  from  the 
St.  Louis  order  so  that  producers  will  be 
assured  of  maintaining  pool  status  in  the 
event  they  are  shifted  between  the  or¬ 
ders  under  such  circumstances. 

•  (d)  Pool  plant.  The  performance 
standards  under  which  a  plant  may  qual¬ 
ify  as  a  pool  plant  under  the  St.  Louis 
order  should  be  revised.  A  city  plant 
should  be  a  pool  plant  if  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  receipts  of  approved  miifc 
from  dairy  farmers,  cooperative  associa¬ 
tions  in  their  capacity  as  handlers,  and 
country  plants  is  distributed  during  the 
month  as  Class  I  milk  on  routes,  and  if 
at  least  10  percent  of  such  receipts  is 
distributed  on  routes  in  the  marketing 
area.  Pool  plant  status  should  be  grant¬ 
ed  to  country  plants  during  any  month 
in  which  20  percent  of  the  receipts  of 
approved  milk  from  dairy  farmers  and 
cooperative  associations  in  their  capacity 
as  handlers  is  shipped  to  city  plants 
which  are  pool  plants.  A  country  plant 
should  also  be  granted  automatic  pool 
status  during  the  months  of  March 
through  August  if  it  was  a  pool  plant  in 
each  of  the  preceding  months  of  Sep¬ 
tember  through  February.  In  addition, 
the  order  should  provide  that  a  country 
plant  operated  by.  or  under  contract  to 
a  cooperative  association,  would  qualify 
as  a  pool  plant  if  50  percent  of  the  total 
milk  supply  of  producers  who  were  mem¬ 
bers  of  such  association  durjng  the  pre¬ 
ceding  12  months  had  either  been  shipped 
directly  from  farms  to  pool  plants  not 
operated  by  the  cooperative,  or  had  been 
transferred  from  a  country  plant  by,  or 
under  contract  to  the  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation,  to  a  city  plant  which  Ls  a  pool 
plant.  . 

The  present  order  requires  that  a  city 
plant  distribute  50  percent  of  its  receipts 
of  approved  milk  as  Class  I  on  routes  and 
that  25  percent  of  such  receipts  be  dis¬ 
tributed  in  the  marketing  area  if  it  is  to 
qualify  as  a  pool  plant.  It  was  proposed 
that  this  performance  requirement  for 
city  plants  be  revised  to  afford  pool  status 
to  a  plant  from  which  50  percent  of  re¬ 
ceipts  from  dairy  farmers  and  coopera¬ 
tive  associations  is  distributed  as  Class 
I  on  routes  and  from  which  an  average 
of  200  pounds  per  day  is  distributed 
within  the  marketing  area.  The  pro¬ 
ponents  argued  that  such  performance 
standards  were  necessary  to  allow  great¬ 
er  flexibility  of  interhandler  transfers 
of  milk  and  to  assure  equity  in  Class  I 
costs  between  competing  handlers. 

Pool  plant  performance  requirements 
are  used  to  determine  whether  a  plant  is 
sufficiently  associated  with  the  market 
to  participate  in  the  marketwide  pool. 
The  requirement  that  50  percent  of  all 
receipts  of  approved  milk  be  disposed  of 
as  Class  I  was  intended  to  assure  that  a 
plant,  to  share  in  the  pool,  be  primarily 
engaged  in  the  processing,  packaging 
and  distribution  of  fluid  milk  products. 
However,  changes  in  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  market  have  rendered  this 
requirement  too  restrictive.  The  use  of 
bulk  tank  handling  of  milk  has  resulted 
In  a  greater  proportion  of  the  markets 
supply  being  shipped  directly  from  the 
farms  to  city  plants.  Thus,  city  plants 
now  handle  a  greater  proportion  of  the 
reserve  supply.  Some  plants  have  man¬ 
ufacturing  facilities  to  dispose  of  this 
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ffiiik  while  others  do  not.  This  requires  plants  represented  29  percent  of  the  stantial  on  one  or  two  days  in  a  week  and 
transfer  or  diversion  to  plants  with  man-  total  receipts  of  the  market.  In  1959,  59  virtually  nonexistent  the  remainder  of 
ufacturins  facilities  of  the  milk  which  percent  of  the  receipts  at  country  plants  the  week,  depending  on  handlers’  bot- 
is  not  needed  on  weekends  and  short  hot-  were  shipped  to  city  plants.  The  pro-  tling  schedules. 

tling  days  by  plants  which  have  no  such  portion  shipped  in  1962  was  26  percent.  To  recognize  the  changed  role  of  the 
facilities.  The  present  provision  includes  A  country  plant  should  be  a  pool  plant  country  plant  and  to  afford  greater  flex- 
such  receipts  in  determining  pool  plant  if  it  ships  to  pooled  city  plants  20  per-  ibility  in  operation  of  such  plants  the 
status,  thus  placing  a  limit  on  the  cent  of  its  receipts  from  dairy  farmers  cooperative  proposal  should  be  adopted, 
amount  of  such  milk  that  a  plant  can  and  cooperative  associations  in  their  ca-  Specifically  the  proposal  would  provide 
accept  and  still  maintain  its  pool  status,  pacity  as  handlers  of  producer  milk,  that  a  country  plant  operated  by,  or  un- 
Modification  of  the  pool  plant  require-  This  performance  standard  is  very  simi-  der  contract  to  a  cooperative  association 
ment  for  city  plants  to  count  only  re-  lar  to  the  present  provision  for  qualifying  would  be  qualified  as  a  pool  plant  if, 
ceipts  from  dairy  farmers,  cooperative  an  individual  country  plant.  It  was  pro-  during  the  immediately  preceding  12 
associations  in  their  capacity  as  han-  posed  that  this  provision  be  modified  by  months,  an  average  of  50  percent  of  the 
dlers,  and  supply  plants  will  provide  for  pooling  a  country  plant  which  ships  20  total  milk  supply  of  the  producers  who 
more  efficient  marketing  of  milk  in  the  percent  of  its  receipts  to  city  plants  with  are  members  of  such  association  and 
area.  50  percent  Class  I  use  irrespective  of  who  are  approved  for  the  market  has 

The  other  performance  requirement  whether  the  city  plant  is  a  pool  plant,  been  shipped  directly  to  a  pool  plant  of 
for  city  plants  of  25  percent  distribution  Such  a  provision  would  not  guarantee  another  handler,  or  has  been  transferred 
within  the  marketing  area,  should  also  be  association  with  the  market  as  it  would  from  a  country  plant  of  the  association 
modified  to  recognize  the  expanded  allow  pooling  a  country  plant  if  it  ships  to  a  city  plant  which  is  a  pool  plant, 
sphere  of  distribution  from  plants.  Use  to  a  plant  which  has  only  token  distribu-  The  proponents  of  the  above  modifica- 
of  paper  packages  and  the  economy  of  tion  in  the  marketing  area.  To  assure  tions  in  the  country  plant  provision  of 
high  volume  use  of  packaging  machines  that  the  supply  at  a  country  plant  is  the  St.  Louis  order  recommended  that 
along  with  improved  refrigeration  and  sufficiently  associated  with  the  market  similar  changes  be  made  in  the  Ozarks 
better  highways  have  resulted  in  larger  to  participate  in  the  marketwide  pool,  the  and  suburban  St.  Louis  orders.  The  rec- 
distribution  areas  from  city  plants,  order  should  continue  to  provide  that  ord  does  not  indicate  that  supply  plants 
Handlers  located  in  St.  Louis  distribute  supply  plant  qualifications  be  based  on  in  these  markets  function  as  standby 
milk  on  routes  extending  as  far  as  100  shipments  to  city  plants  which  are  pool  operations  in  the  same  manner  as  those 
miles  south  of  the  marketing  area.  They  plants.  in  the  St.  Louis  market.  Accordingly, 

also  have  extensive  distribution  in  the  A  country  plant  which  qualifies  as  a  the  pool  plant  provisions  of  the  Ozarks 
suburban  St.  Louis  marketing  area,  pool  plant  in  each  of  the  months  of  Sep-  and  suburban  St.  Louis  order  should  not 
Thus  a  substantial  part  of  their  Class  I  tember  through  February  should  con-  be  changed  as  they  relate  to  supply 
distribution  is  outside  the  marketing  tinue  to  be  afforded  automatic  pool  plant  plants.  However,  to  conform  with  the 
area.  To  assure  that  such  handlers  re-  status  in  each  of  the  following  months  of  change  to  unlimited  diversion  during 
tain  pool  status  the  requirement  that  25  March  through  August.  This  provision  August,  the  month  of  August  should  be 
percent  of  receipts  be  distributed  as  Class  has  facilitated  orderly  disposition  of  the  included  as  a  month  of  automatic  pool 
I  in  the  marketing  area  should  be  re-  market’s  reserve  supply  during  the  plant  status  for  supply  plants  which 
duced  to  10  percent.  This  same  perform-  months  of  flush  production  by  not  requir-  were  pool  plants  during  the  previous 
ance  level  should  also  be  included  in  the  ing  that  milk  be  moved  to  city  plants  months  of  September  through  January, 
surburban  St.  Louis  and  Ozarks  orders,  when  it  is  not  needed  for  Class  I  use.  The  St.  Louis  order  should  be  amended 

The  overlap  of  production  and  sales  The  order  now  provides  that  country  to  provide  that  a  country  plant  meeting 
under  the  three  orders  requires  similar  plants  may  be  qualified  for  pool  status  on  the  performance  standards  of  both  the 
provisions  to  maintain  orderly  market-  a  system  basis.  All  but  one  of  the  coun-  St.  Louis  order  and  another  order  issued 
ing.  '  ,  try  plants  on  the  market  are  operated  by  pursuant  to  the  Act,  should  be  regu- 

The  proposal  to  pool  a  plant  from  cooperatives  and  the  cooperatives  have  lated  under  the  order  to  which  it  moves 
which  an  average  of  200  pounds  of  milk  been  using  system  pooling  to  qualify  their  the  greater  volume  of  milk  during  the 
per  day  is  distributed  in  the  marketing  country  plants.  However,  the  coopera-  month.  Milk  is  regularly  shipped  to  the 
area  should  not  be  adopted.  The  pro-  tives  proposed  to  change  the  technique  to  St.  Louis  market  from  plants  which  also 
ponent  witness  reasoned  that  the  recent  be  used  in  measuring  the  association  of  supply  other  Federal  order  markets, 
court  decision  in  the  Lehigh  Valley  case  a  country  plant  operated  by  a  cooperative  Thus,  there  is  the  possibility  that  such 
would  necessitate  low  pool  plant  qualifi-  association  with  the  market.  In  place  of  a  plant  would  be  qualified  as  a  pool  plant 
cation  standards  to  maintain  equity  in  the  system  pooling  provisions  the  pro-  in  more  than  one  order  and  there  should 
Class  I  costs  between  regulated  and  par-  ponent  cooperatives  would  substitute  a  be  some  means  of  establishing  which 
tially  regulated  handlers.  Since  the  provision  which  would  measure  the  asso-  order  should  apply.  It  is  most  appropri- 
hearing,  a  decision  has  been  issued  on  the  elation  of  a  country  plant  operated  by  a  ate  that  this  be  determined  on  the  basis 
treatment,  under  the  order,  of  milk  from  cooperative  on  the  basis  of  the  total  of  where  it  ships  the  greater  volume  of 
partially  regulated  handlers  and  of  milk  relationship  of  the  milk  of  the  member-  its  receipts. 

from  unregulated  and  regulated  sources,  ship  of  the  cooperative  with  the  market.  4.  Diversions.  The  St.  Louis  order 
The  decision  was  based  on  a  regional  The  proponent  witness  states  that  such  should  be  modified  to  provide  for  (a) 
hearing  held  in  January  1963  concerning  a  provision  would  permit  a  greater  de-  unlimited  diversion  during  the  month  of 
the  order  provisions  affected  by  the  Le-  gree  of  flexibility  in  handling  the  mar-  August;  (b)  uniform  application  of  di- 
high  Valley  case.  Accordingly,  the  action  ket’s  reserve  supplies  of  milk.  version  to  all  handlers;  (c)  extension  of 

on  the  issue  should  be  decided  on  the  Prior  to  the  advent  of  farm  bulk  tanks,  the  “surplus  disposal  area”;  (d)  pricing 
basis  of  the  regional  hearing.  _  country  plants  were  necessary  for  assem-  diverted  milk  at  the  location  of  the  plant 

Pool  plant  qualification  provisions  for  bling  for  shipment  to  the  market  milk  to  which  diverted;  (e)  diversion  to  other 
country  plants  should  be  modified.  Produced  some  distance  from  St.  Louis,  order  plants;  and  (f)  diversion  to  other 
The  change  from  can  to  bulk  tanks  has  Tbe  advent  of  the  bulk  tank  has  changed  pool  plants.  The  suburban  St.  Louis  and 
reduced  the  role  of  country  plants  in  this  and  now  most  of  the  milk  used  in  Ozarks  orders  should  also  provide  for 
the  St.  Louis  market  During  the  past  ^  str  Louis  market  is  shipped  in  bulk  unlimited  diversion  during  the  month  of 
several  years,  country  plants  at  Carlyle  trucks  directly  from  the  farms  August  The  suburban  St  Louis  order 

and  Pecan  Grove,  Illinois;  Alton,  Ava,  where  produced.  The  country  plant  has  should  also  provide  for  diversion  to  other 
Versailles,  T.tnn,  and  Mountain  Grove,  411118  become  a  standby  operation  that  order  plants  and  to  other  pool  plants. 
Missouri,  have  been  closed.  However,  11048  88  a  balancing  element  to  equate  the  (a)  The  present  St.  Louis  order  pro- 
the  milk  formerly  received  at  these  plants  fluctuation  of  the  demand  and  supply  of  vides  for  unlimited  diversion  of  producer 
18  still  associated  with  the  market — in  the  market  rather  than  as  a  regular  milk  during  the  months  of  March 
m°st  cases,  on  a  direct  shipping  basis,  source  of  supply.  There  is  a  wide  varia-  through  July.  Producer  and  handler 
111  1958,  the  receipts  at  country  plants  tion  in  day-to-day  demand  for  milk  for  witnesses  proposed  that  the  period  of 
were  42  percent  of  the  total  receipts  of  bottling  in  the  St.  Louis  market.  Ship-  unlimited  diversion  be  extended  through 
the  market.  In  1962  receipts  at  country  ments  from  country  plants  may  be  sub-  the  month  of  August.  Production  of 
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milk  in  the  St.  Louia  market  varies  sea¬ 
sonally,  reaching  its  highest  level  during 
May  and  its  lowest  level  in  November. 
For  example,  in  1962  average  daily  re¬ 
ceipts  from  producers  were  2.48  million  ~ 
pounds  in  May  and  1.97  million  pounds 
in  November.  Although  sales  of  Class  I 
milk  tend  to  be  moje  uniform  throughout 
the  year,  there  is  some  seasonal  varia¬ 
tion.  They  are  lower  during  the  summer 
months  than  in  other  months  of  the 
year.  Consequently,  the  period  of  great¬ 
est  surplus  production  is  during  the 
spring  and  summer  months.  Permitting 
unlimited  diversion  to  manufacturing 
plants  will  facilitate  the  orderly  dis¬ 
posal  of  surplus  supplies  during  the 
months  when  such  surpluses  are  at  the 
highest  peak. 

In  the  St.  Louis  market  reserve  sup¬ 
plies  of  milk  have  become  more  burden¬ 
some  during  the  month  of  August.  This 
is  partly  due  to  a  slight  shift  in  the  sea¬ 
sonal  pattern  of  production.  However, 
the  overall  increased  level  of  production 
relative  to  Class  I  sales  over  the  past 
few  years  has  been  the  principal  reason 
for  the  increased  proportion  of  the  sup¬ 
ply  being  used  In  Class  n  during  the 
month  of  August.  In  1958  the  annual 
average  Class  I  utilization  of  producer 
milk  was  81.5  percent.  This  declined 
over  the  next  few  years  to  71.3  percent  in 
1962.  In  August  1962  it  was  necessary 
to  suspend  the  limit  on  diversion  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  to  provide  for  the  orderly  dis¬ 
position  of  the  market’s  reserve  supplies. 
In  view  of  these  considerations  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  the  order -be  modified  to 
permit  unlimited  diversion  of  producer 
milk  during  the  month  of  August  as 
well  as  the  months  of  March  through 
July. 

The  suburban  St.  Louis  and  Ozarks 
orders  should  also  provide  for  unlimited 
diversion  during  the  month  of  August. 
As  was  the  case  under  the  St.  Louis  order, 
it  was  found  necessary  in  1962  to  suspend 
the  limit  on  diversion  of  producer  milk 
during  the  month  of  August  in  the  sub¬ 
urban  St.  Louis  and  Ozarks  orders.  The 
production  and  sales  conditions  in  these 
markets  are  very  similar  to  those  men¬ 
tioned  above  for  the  St.  Louis  market. 
Thus,  unlimited  diversion  in  August  is 
also  necessary  in  these  markets  for  or¬ 
derly  disposition  of  reserve  supplies. 

(b)  The  diversion  provisions  of  the 
St.  Louis  order  should  be  amended  to 
permit  proprietary  handlers  to  divert 
milk  during  the  fall  and  winter  months. 
The  St.  Louis  order  provides  for  un¬ 
limited  diversion  by  both  cooperative  and 
proprietary  handlers  during  the  months 
of  March  through  July  and  for  limited 
diversion  (16  days’  production) ,  but  only 
by  cooperative  associations,  during  other 
months.  Handlers  proposed  that  all 
handlers  be  permitted  to  divert  milk  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  September-February. 

Limited  diversion  by  all  handlers  is 
necessary  for  orderly  marketing  of  milk 
to  avoid  uneconomic  movements  of  milk 
to  city  plants  when  it  is  not  needed  for 
Class  I  purposes.  Since  city  plants  op¬ 
erate  only  part  of  the  week  and  day- 
to-day  sales  vary  greatly,  the  volume  of 
milk  needed  at  such  plants  for  Class  I 
use  varies  considerably  on  a  daily  basis 


throughout  the  week.  Production  tends 
to  be  constant  throughout  the  week. 
Thus  on  certain  days,  particularly  week¬ 
ends,  there  will  be  no  need  for  all  or  a 
portion  of  a  handler’s  regular  supply  of 
milk  at  his  plant.  Oftentimes  the  most 
economical  method  of  disposing  of  such 
excess  production  is  to  divert  it  to  a 
manufacturing  plant  close  to  the  farms 
where  it  is  produced.  However,  under 
the  present  provisions  it  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  milk  to  be  shipped  to  the 
city  plant  and  then  transferred  to  a 
manufacturing  milk  plant  in  order  to 
retain  pool  status.  By  permitting  diver¬ 
sion  of  such  milk  directly  to  a  manu¬ 
facturing  plant  substantial  savings  in 
transportation  and  handling  costs  can  be 
realized. 

(c)  The  St.  Louis  order  should  be 
amended  to  permit  Class  H  classification 
of  milk  which  is  transferred  or  diverted 
to  nonpool  plants  within  350  airline  miles 
of  the  City  Hall  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 
The  present  order  provides  that  milk 
shall  be  Class  I  if  transferred  or  diverted 
to  a  nonpool  plant  more  than  110  airline 
miles  from  the  City  Hall  in  St.  Louis  and 
not  located,  either  in  that  part  of  the 
State  of  Missouri  south  of  the  Missouri 
River,  or  in  Fulton  County,  Arkansas. 

This  area  within  which  milk  may  be 
diverted  to  nonpool  plants  and  classified 
in  accordance  with  its  actual  use  is  com¬ 
monly  called  the  “surplus  disposal  area.” 
The  area  proposed  will  encompass  the 
normal  production  area  for  the  market 
and  the  nonpool  plants  where  the  sur¬ 
plus  production  can  be  conveniently 
handled.  It  represents  a  proper  limit  to 
be  placed  on  the  distance  which  milk 
may  be  transported  without  being  as¬ 
signed  a  Class  I  utilization,  since  verifica¬ 
tion  of  the  actual  use  of  a  shipment  of 
milk  beyond  that  distance  would  be  very 
costly. 

The  production  area  for  the  St.  Louis 
market  has  in  recent  years,  expanded  be¬ 
yond  the  surplus  disposal  area  now  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  order.  Since  September 
1960  milk  has  been  shipped  to  St.  Louis 
from  a  country  plant  in  northeastern 
Iowa  at  Fredericksburg  about  320  airline 
miles  from  St.  Louis.  There  is  also  a 
substantial  number  of  producers  located 
in  southeastern  Iowa  and  northeastern 
Missouri  which  are  outside  the  present 
surplus  diposal  area.  Expansion  of  the 
surplus  disposal  area  to  350  airline  miles 
from  St.  Louis  will  encompass  the  area 
within  which  are  located  the  plants 
which  can  most  economically  handle  the 
reserve  supplies  produced  in  the*  north¬ 
ern  half  of  the  milkshed.  It  will  thus 
provide  for  more  orderly  and  economical 
marketing  of  the  market's  reserve  sup¬ 
plies  and  accordingly  should  be  adopted. 

(d)  Milk  which  is  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants  should  be  priced  at  the  location 
of  the  plant  to  which  it  is  diverted.  The 
present  order  provides  that  only  that 
milk  diverted  to  plants  located  more  than 
110  airline  miles  from  the  City  Hall  in 
St.  Louis  shall  be  priced  at  the  location 
of  the  plant  to  which  diverted.  It  was 
proposed  that  this  provision  of  the  order 
be  based  on  the  number  of  days  the  milk 
is  diverted  rather  than  mileage. 

The  proponent  witness  proposed  that 
the  order  should  provide  that  diverted 


milk  of  a  producer  shall  be  priced  at  the 
location  of  the  pool  plant  from  which 
diverted,  if  sixteen  days  or  more  of  the 
milk  production  of  such  producer  is  re¬ 
ceived  at  said  pool  plant  during  the 
month.  However,  it  would  be  more  ap¬ 
propriate  to  price  all  milk  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  plant  where  it  is  physically 
received  since  it  would  reflect  the  actual 
value  of  the  milk.  When  milk  is  priced 
at  the  location  of  the  plant  from  which 
diverted,  producers  located  a  substantial 
distance  from  St.  Louis  can  receive  the 
f.o.b.  St.  Louis  price  without  shipping 
their  milk  to  the  market.  In  a  large 
market  like  St.  Louis  with  a  production 
area  extending  as  far  as  320  miles  the 
location  differential  is  an  Important  fac¬ 
tor  in  the  price  of  milk.  Consequently, 
whether  milk  is  priced  at  the  plant  from 
which  diverted  or  to  which  diverted  can 
make  a  big  difference  in  the  price  re¬ 
ceived  by  producers. 

In  this  market  with  relatively  low  per¬ 
formance  requirements  for  country 
plants  there  would  be  an  unwarranted 
incentive  to  associate  more  milk  with 
the  market  than  is  needed  if  diverted  milk 
were  priced  at  the  plant  from  which 
diverted. 

In  view  of  these  considerations  it  is 
concluded  that  the  order  should  price 
diverted  milk  at  the  location  of  the  plant 
to  which  diverted. 

(e)  The  St.  Louis  and  suburban  St. 
Louis  orders  should  provide  for  diver¬ 
sion  to  a  plant  regulated  under  another 
order.  This  Is  necessary  to  avoid  uneco¬ 
nomic  transportation  of  surplus  milk  to 
a  pool  plant  before  shipping  it  to  a  plant 
with  manufacturing  facilities  which  is 
regulated  under  another  order  but  which 
is  close  to  the  farms  where  the  milk  is 
produced.  A  suburban  St.  Louis  pool 
plant  at  Litchfield,  Illinois,  purchases 
surplus  Grade  A  milk  from  handlers  reg¬ 
ulated  under  the  St.  Louis  order.  A 
St.  Louis  order  handler  has  a  number  of 
producers  south  and  east  of  Litchfield 
whose  milk  is  reloaded  to  over-the-road 
transport  tank  trucks  at  Vandalia, 
Illinois,  and  shipped  to  St.  Louis. 

At  times  this  milk  is  not  needed  for 
bottling  and  the  St.  Louis  handlers  must 
move  the  milk  to  a  manufacturing  out¬ 
let.  If  the  milk  were  moved  directly  to 
the  Litchfield  plant  (33  miles  from  Van¬ 
dalia)  it  would  not  be  St.  Louis  pool  milk 
under  the  present  provisions  of  the  or¬ 
der.  It  would  be  suburban  St.  Louis  or¬ 
der  milk  and  would  be  considered  in  the 
pool  plant  performance  standards  under 
that  order.  Under  such  circumstances 
the  plant  is  limited  by  the  terms  of  the 
order  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  sur¬ 
plus  milk  it  can  handle  and  still  be  a 
pool  plant.  However,  the  milk  can  be 
disposed  of  at  this  plant  if  it  remains  as 
St.  Louis  order  milk.  This  is  being  done 
by  transporting  it  50  miles  to  St.  Louis 
where  it  is  received  at  the  St.  Louis  order 
plant,  then  reloaded  and  moved  54  miles 
back  to  the  Litchfield  plant.  This  un¬ 
economic  movement  of  milk  can  be 
avoided  by  providing  for  diversion  of  milk 
between  such  plants  in  the  two  markets. 
However,  such  diversion  should  be  limited 
in  accordance  with  the  present  number 
of  days'  production  per  month  which  can 
be  diverted  under  the  orders. 
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(f)  likewise,  the  St.  Louis  and  sub¬ 
urban  St.  Louis  orders  should  provide 
for  limited  diversion  between  pool  plants, 
to  accommodate  the  economical  move¬ 
ment  of  milk.  There  are  many  circum¬ 
stances  that  arise  when  it  is  more  prac¬ 
tical  and  economical  to  move  milk  di¬ 
rectly  from  the  farm  to  the  pool  plant  of 
another  handler,  particularly  on  week¬ 
ends  and  holidays  when  many  bottling 
plants  do  not  operate.  In  these  mar¬ 
kets  it  is  common  for  operators  of  bot¬ 
tling  plants  to  move  their  reserve  sup¬ 
plies  to  other  pool  plants  which  have 
facilities  for  processing  such  supplies 
into  manufactured  dairy  products.  By 
permitting  diversion  between  pool  plants, 
the  milk  can  be  moved  directly  to  the 
processing  plant  from  the  farm  without 
being  first  received  at  a  plant  and  then 
tranf erred  from  one  plant  to  the  other. 

5.  Classification,  (a)  The  St.  Louis 
and  Ozarks  orders  should  be  revised  to 
provide  for  classification  in  Class  n  of 
the  skim  milk  and  butterfat  contained 
in  fluid  milk  products  disposed  of  for 
livestock  feed,  and  in  products  which 
are  dumped  if  the  market  administrator 
has  been  notified  in  advance  and  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  verify  such  dumping. 

Inasmuch  as  fluid  milk  products  are 
perishable  there  are  occasions  when  cer¬ 
tain  amounts  of  such  products  become 
unfit  for  human  consumption.  This  may 
occur,  for  example,  when  there  is  a 
breakdown  in  refrigeration  or  when  an 
item  remains  in  the  dairy  case  of  a  store 
for  an  extended  time  without  being  sold. 
Products  which  have  spoiled  frequently 
have  no  salvageable  use  except  as  live¬ 
stock  feed. 

Route  returns  of  fluid  milk  products 
are  often  salvageable  for  use  in  manu¬ 
factured  dairy  products,  particularly  the 
butterfat  contained  in  such  returned 
items.  However,  this  is  not  always  the 
case  particularly  with  respect  to  items 
that  are  flavored  such  as  chocolate  milk 
or  chocolate  drink. 

Some  handlers  have  enough  volume  of 
unsalvageable  fluid  milk  products  to 
warrant  accumulating  them  for  disposi¬ 
tion  as  livestock  feed — thus  realizing 
some  value  from  the  products.  How¬ 
ever,  some  handlers  lacking  such  outlets 
find  it  more  advantageous  simply  to 
dump  such  items. 

Accordingly,  it  is  appropriate  that  the 
orders  be  amended  to  recognize  that  it 
is  often  necessary  for  milk  products  to 
be  sold  for  livestock  feed  or  dumped. 
Such  use  should  be  accounted  few  at  the 
Class  n  price.  In  order  to  assure  that 
such  disposition  be  kept  at  a  minimum 
the  handler  should  be  required  to  main¬ 
tain  records  of  disposition  for  livestock 
feed  including  a  receipt  from  the  pur¬ 
chasers  thereof.  In  addition,  in  the  case 
of  milk  which  is  dumped,  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  should  be  notified  in  advance 
and  be  afforded  the  opportunity  to  wit¬ 
ness  such  dumping,  as  this  is  the  only 
positive  means  of  verifying  the  quantity 
so  disposed  of. 

(b)  The  classification  provisions  of  the 
St.  Louis,  suburban  St.  Louis  and  Ozarks 
orders  should  also  be  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  classification  of  fluid  milk 
products  fortified  with  additional  milk 
solids  as  Class  I  milk  only  to  the  extent 
of  the  weight  of  an  unmodified  product 
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of  the  same  nature  and  butterfat  con¬ 
tent.  The  skim  milk  equivalent  of  the 
added  solids  in  excess  of  such  weight 
should  be  classified  as  Class  H  milk. 

Fortification  of  a  fluid  milk  product 
involves  the  addition  of  nonfat  dry  milk 
powder  or  condensed  skim  milk  to  a  fluid 
milk  product  to  yield  a  finished  product 
with  a  higher  nonfat  solids  content  than 
that  contained  in  an  equivalent  amount 
of  whole  milk.  The  nonfat  milk  solids 
content  of  normal  whole  milk  is  approxi¬ 
mately  8.6  percent.  A  typical  fortified 
fluid  milk  product  contains  10.6  percent 
nonfat  milk  solids.  Fluid  milk  proces¬ 
sors  prepare-such  a  product  by  adding 
two  pounds  of  nonfat  milk  solids  to  each 
98  pounds  of  whole  milk  of  the  appropri¬ 
ate  butterfat  content.  Under  the  present 
order  provisions  the  skim  milk  equiva¬ 
lent  amount  of  the  added  milk  powder 
is  priced  as  Class  I  milk.  Since  the  skim 
milk  equivalent  of  two  pounds  of  nonfat 
milk  solids  is  about  22  pounds,  100 
pounds  of  such  a  fortified  product  repre¬ 
sents  approximately  120  pounds  of  milk 
equivalent  products. 

Handler  proponents  of  the  change  in 
the  classification  and  pricing  of  solids 
used  to  fortify  fluid  milk  products  testi¬ 
fied  that  the  addition  of  milk  solids  would 
enable  them  to  increase  Class  I  milk  sales 
by  supplying  consumers  with  a  more 
palatable  product.  The  present  order 
provision  was  cited  as  a  deterrent  to  a 
practice  which  helps  maintain  a  volume 
of  milk  in  Class  I  which  might  otherwise 
be  used  in  the  surplus  class. 

Nonfat  dried  milk  powders  used  for 
fortification  does  not  significantly  in¬ 
crease  the  volume  of  the  finished  product 
and  hence  is  not  a  substitute  for  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  in  Class  I.  It  appears  that 
the  production  of  a  product  with  greater 
consumer  appeal  may  actually  increase 
consumption  of  producer  milk  in  Class 
I  uses.  The  change  in  classification  of 
fortified  products  by  lowering  handler’s 
raw  product  costs  will  provide  an  incen¬ 
tive  for  further  expansion  of  sales  of 
these  products  thereby  enhancing  over¬ 
all  returns  to  producers. 

For  accounting  purposes,  the  nonfat 
milk  solids  added  to  fluid  milk  items 
should  be  converted  to  their  skim  milk 
equivalent  and  an  amount  equal  to  the 
difference  between  the  skim  milk  equiva¬ 
lent  of  the  fortified  product  and  the 
actual  weight  of  the  product  disposed  of 
in  fluid  form  should  be  classified  as  Class 
II.  The  skim  milk  equivalent  of  the 
added  solids  should  be  considered  as  a 
receipt  of  other  source  milk. 

Skim  milk  powder  or  condensed  milk 
products  which  are  used  for  reconstitu¬ 
tion  of  fluid  milk  products  should  be  ac¬ 
counted  for  on  a  skim  milk  equivalent 
basis  and  classified  in  Class  I,  as  is  now 
provided  in  the  orders.  Reconstituted 
fluid  milk  products  are  equal  in  volume 
to  like  products  which  are  made  from 
producer  milk. 

The  orders  should  provide  that  any 
disappearance  of  nonfluid  milk  products 
not  otherwise  accounted  for  should  be 
considered  a  receipt  of  other  source 
milk. 

For  purposes  of  clarity  and  to  conform 
with  common  terminology  in  Federal 
milk  orders  a  definition  of  ‘‘fluid  milk 
products”  should  be  included  in  the 


orders.  This  definition  should  include 
those  products  which  are,  under  certain 
conditions,  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 

6.  Transfers.  The  provision  which  re¬ 
quires  prior  notification  to  the  market 
administrator  with  respect  to  cream 
shipments  made  without  Grade  A  cer¬ 
tification  to  nonpool  plants  outside  the 
surplus  disposal  area  should  be  deleted 
from  the  St.  Louis  and  suburban  St. 
Louis  orders. 

The  orders  provide  for  classifying 
cream  in  Class  H  when  transferred  out¬ 
side  the  surplus  disposal  area  if  it  is 
transferred  without  Grade  A  certifica¬ 
tion,  the  shipment  is  so  invoiced  and 
the  market  administrator  has  been 
given  sufficient  notice  to  permit  him 
to  verify  the  conditions  of  shipment.  It 
was  proposed  that  the  prior  notification 
provision  on  such  shipments  of  cream  be 
removed  because  it  creates  a  problem  in 
disposing  of  surplus  cream. 

Sales  of  cream  to  nonpool  plants  out¬ 
side  the  surplus  disposal  area  are  fre¬ 
quently  made  on  short  notice  and  some¬ 
times  on  an  emergency  basis.  In  the 
flush  production  months  the  amount  of 
cream  available  may  exceed  the  capacity 
of  nearby  facilities  to  dispose  of  such 
cream.  This  would  be  most  apt  to  oc¬ 
cur  on  weekends  when  bottling  plants 
are  not  operating.  On  such  days  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  market  administrator  would 
also  be  closed.  The  requirement  of  prior 
notification  in  such  circumstances  could 
seriously  interfere  with  the  disposal  of 
the  market’s  reserve  supplies.  Elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  prior  notification  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  for  classifying  cream  shipments  in 
Class  n  will  facilitate  the  disposition  of 
excess  cream  supplies  and  thereby  con¬ 
tribute  to  orderly  marketing. 

7.  Class  I  price,  (a)  The  method  of 
determining  the  Class  I  price  under  the 
St.  Louis  order  should  be  modified  by 
using  a  fixed  differential  over  the  basic 
formula  price  in  place  of  the  50-cent 
fixed  differential  over  the  Chicago  order 
price.  No  change,  however,  should  be 
made  in  the  level  of  the  Class  I  price. 

Since  the  suburban  St.  Louis  and 
Ozarks  Class  I  prices  are  tied  to  the  St. 
Louis  Class  I  price,  no  change  in  the 
method  of  determining  the  Class  I  price 
under  those  orders  is  necessary. 

The  present  St.  Louis  Class  I  price 
provision  specifies  that  the  Class  I  price 
be  the  price  for  Class  I  milk  established 
for  the  same  month  under  Federal  Order 
No.  30  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Chicago,  Illinois,  marketing  area, 
plus  50  cents,  and  plus  or  minus  a  sup¬ 
ply-demand  adjustment. 

The  Chicago  order  provides  that  the 
Class  I  price  be  the  basic  formula  price 
(Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  series)  plus 
$1.10  in  the  months  of  August,  Septem¬ 
ber,  October  and  November;  $.90  during 
December,  January,  February  and  July; 
$.70  in  all  other  months;  and  plus  or 
minus  a  supply-demand  adjustment. 

Chicago  order  prices  are  announced  for 
the  55-70  mile  zone.  Payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  are  adjusted  upward  at  plants  less 
than  55  miles  from  the  City  Hall  in  Chi¬ 
cago  and  downward  at  plants  beyond  70 
miles  from  Chicago.  It  was  proposed  at 
a  hearing  in  Chicago  during  May  1963 
(28  F.R.  3858)  that  the  Chicago  order 
be  amended  so  as  to  announce  the  prices 
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f.o.b.  the  marketing  area.  Without 
changing  the  language  in  the  St.  Louis 
order,  such  a  change  in  the  Chicago  or¬ 
der  would  raise  the  Class  I  price  in  St. 
Louis.  A  St.  Louis  handler  proposed  that 
the  St.  Louis  order  Class  I  price  provi¬ 
sion  be  modified  so  that  a  change  in  the 
location  for  which  prices  are  announced 
under  the  Chicago  order  would  not  af¬ 
fect  the  St.  Louis  price.  Such  a  modifi¬ 
cation  of  the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price  pro¬ 
vision  is  obviously  appropriate. 

The  50 -cent  differential  between  the 
St.  Louis  and  Chicago  Class  I  prices  rep¬ 
resents  the  approximate  cost  of  hauling 
milk  from  the  northern  Illinois  and 
southern  Wisconsin  portions  of  the  Chi¬ 
cago  production  area.  Since  there  is  a 
substantial  amount  of  surplus  milk  pro¬ 
duction  under  the  Chicago  order,  this 
production  area  represents  an  alterna¬ 
tive  supply  area  for  the  St.  Louis  market. 
Therefore,  any  change  in  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price  should 
continue  to  maintain  the  present  align¬ 
ment  with  the  Chicago  market.  This 
can  be  accomplished  by  providing  that 
the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price  be  the  Min¬ 
nesota- Wisconsin  price  for  the  preceding 
month  plus  $1.60  during  the  months  of 
August,  September,  October  and  Novem¬ 
ber;  $1.40  during  December,  January, 
February  and  July;  $1.20  in  all  other 
months;  and  plus  or  minus  the  amount 
of  the  Chicago  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  and  the  amount  of  the  St.  Louis 
supply-demand  adjustment. 

The  proponent  of  the  proposal  argued 
that  the  current  level  of  the  Chicago 
supply-demand  adjustment  (minus  24 
cents)  should  be  written  into  the  St. 
Louis  order  by  reducing  the  amount  of 
the  fixed  differential  over  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  price.  Contrariwise,  producer 
witnesses  proposed  that  the  effect  of  the 
Chicago  supply-demand  adjustment  be 
eliminated  in  computing  the  St.  Louis 
price.  Adoption  of  either  of  these  pro¬ 
posals  would  tend  to  disrupt  the  align¬ 
ment  of  prices  between  markets. 

The  Chicago  order  supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment  is  operative  over  a  range  of  48 
cents — from  plus  24  cents  to  minus  24 
cents.  Thus,  if  the  St.  Louis  price  were 
set  to  permanently  reflect  the  current 
level  of  the  Chicago  supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
Chicago  price  to  increase  as  much  as  48 
cents  relative  to  St.  Louis.  If  no  allow¬ 
ance  were  made  for  the  Chicago  supply- 
demand  adjustment  there  would  be  a 
change  of  24  cents  in  the  relationship  of 
Class  I  prices  between  the  markets. 
Such  changes  would  provide  an  incen¬ 
tive  for  uneconomic  shifts  of  available 
supplies  between  the  markets  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  should  not  be  adopted. 

Since  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  price 
is  recommended  as  the  basic  price  from 
which  the  Class  I  price  is  computed  and 
is  also  recommended  elsewhere  in  this 
decision  as  the  Class  n  price  for  the 
Ozarks,  suburban  St.  Louis  and  St.  Louis 
markets  it  should  be  designated  the  basic 
formula  price  in  the  orders. 

(b)  Several  proposals  were  made  by 
producer  witnesses  to  increase  the  Class 
I  prices  under  the  St.  Louis,  suburban  St. 
Louis  and  Ozarks  orders.  Some  wit¬ 
nesses  proposed  that  the  price  be  set  at 


a  level  which  would  reflect  their  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  producing  milk,  while 
others  proposed  that  the  price  be  set  at  a 
level  which  would  return  to  farmers  the 
parity  price  for  all  milk  sold  at  wholesale 
in  the  United  States.  The  estimates  of 
cost  of  production  ranged  from  $5.00  to 
$8.00  per  hundredweight,  while  the  parity 
price  was  $5.35  per  hundredweight. 
These  proposals  represent  substantial  in¬ 
creases  over  the  prices  hnder  the  orders. 
During  1962  the  St.  Louis  order  Class  I 
price  averaged  $4.25  and  the  blend  price 
to  producers  averaged  $3.94.  Some  pro¬ 
ponents  of  a  Class  I  price  increase  indi¬ 
cated  only  that  the  price  should  be  in¬ 
creased  without  recommending  a  specific 
amount. 

Any  change  in  the  level  of  the  Class  I 
price  would  have  to  be  justified  under  the  ’ 
pricing  standards  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  which 
authorizes  the  issuance  of  milk  orders. 
The  Act  requires  that  if  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  finds  that  the  parity  prices 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  the  available  supplies  of  feeds  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  and 
its  products  in  the  marketing  area,  he 
shall  fix  minimum  prices  which  will  re¬ 
flect  such  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk 
and  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  parity  prices  are  unreasonable  in 
view  of  the  price  of  feeds,  the  available 
supplies  of  feeds,  and  other  economic 
conditions  which  affect  market  supply 
and  demand  for  milk  and  its  products  in 
the  marketing  area.  Market  statistics 
show  that  supplies  of  fluid  milk  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  meet  Class  I  needs  in  the  St. 
Louis,  suburban  St.  Louis  and  Ozarks 
marketing  areas.  In  the  individual  mar¬ 
kets  the  percent  of  producer  milk  utilized 
in  Class  I  during  1962  was  71  percent  in 
St.  Louis,  75  percent  in  suburban  St. 
Louis  and  62  percent  in  the  Ozarks. 
Class  I  utilization  in  the  St.  Louis  market 
is  significantly  lower  than  its  historical 
level  for  the  market.  During  the  five- 
year  period  of  1955  through  1959  the  an¬ 
nual  average  proportion  of  producer  milk 
used  in  Class  I  ranged  between  78  and 
82  percent.  In  1960  and  1961  Class  I  use 
in  St.  Louis  was  75  and  71  percent,  re¬ 
spectively.  During  the  eight-year  period 
of  1955  through  1962  Class  I  use  under 
the  Ozarks  order  never  exceeded  the  72 
percent  level  reached  in  1959.  Class  I 
utilization  under  the  suburban  St.  Louis 
order  was  75  percent  in  each  of  the  first 
two  years  the  order  was  in  effect,  namely 
1961  and  1962. 

Several  witnesses  pointed  out  that  any 
significant  increase  in  price  for  these 
markets  would  have  to  be  accompanied 
by  provisions  in  the  orders  which  exclude 
imports  of  lower-priced  milk  from  mar¬ 
kets  to  the  north.  Such  an  exclusion 
is  clearly  not  authorized  by  the  statute. 

If  Class  I  prices  in  these  markets  were 
set  higher  than  the  price  level  in  an  al¬ 
ternative  supply  area  plus  the  cost  of 
shipping  milk  from  such  area  to  these 
markets,  handlers  would  be  encouraged 
to  obtain  their  supply  of  milk  from  the 
other  area.  This  would  not  be  in  the 
Interest  of  producers  who  regularly  sup¬ 
ply  the  markets  as  their  milk  would  un¬ 


doubtedly  be  used  in  manufactured  dairy 
products  which  return  a  lower  price. 
Thus,  the  practical  ceiling  on  the  Class  I 
price  for  a  market  is  the  price  in  an  alter¬ 
native  supply  area  plus  the  cost  of  trans¬ 
porting  the  milk  to  such  market. 

Milk  produced  on  farms  in  eastern 
Iowa,  northern  Illinois,  and  southern 
Wisconsin  represents  an  alternative  sup¬ 
ply  for  the  St.  Louis  market.  There  are 
43  producers  located  in  eastern  Iowa  and 
nine  producers  in  southern  Wisconsin 
who  ship  milk  to  St.  Louis  handlers. 
These  producers  are  located  in  the  sup¬ 
ply  area  of  Federal  order  markets  in 
eastern  Iowa,  and  northern  Illinois  which 
have  quantities  of  surplus  milk  that  are 
potentially  available  for  Class  I  use  in 
St.  Louis.  In  addition  to  the  milk 
shipped  directly  to  St.  Louis  from  farms 
in  Iowa,  milk  imported  from  Federal 
order  sources  in  Iowa  accounts  for  about 
five  percent  of  Class  I  sales  under  the  St. 
Louis  order. 

In  recognition  of  markets  to  the  north 
as  alternative  sources  of  milk  supplies 
for  the  St.  Louis  market,  the  St.  Louis 
Class  I  price  is  fixed  in  line  with  the  price 
under  the  Chicago  order.  This  price  re¬ 
lationship  (plus  50  cents)  represents  the 
approximate  cost  of  transporting  milk 
from  the  Chicago  market  production 
area  to  the  plants  of  handlers  in  St. 
Louis.  The  distance  from  St.  Louis  to 
plants  in  the  Chicago  55-70-mile  zone 
is  approximately  230  miles  at  the  closest 
point.  The  only  evidence  presented  on 
the  cost  of  transporting  milk  long  dis¬ 
tances  to  St.  Louis  was  35  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  from  Ozarks,  Missouri,  which 
is  about  200  miles,  and  55  cents  from 
Fredricksburg,  Iowa,  which  is  about  320 
miles.  Interpolating  from  these  rates, 
it  would  cost  50  cents  per  hundredweight 
to  move  milk  290  miles.  A  radius  of  290 
miles  from  St.  Louis  encompasses  a  large 
proportion  of  the  Chicago  order  produc¬ 
tion  area  where  alternative  supplies 
could  be  shipped  into  St.  Louis  at  a  haul¬ 
ing  cost  of  about  50  cents.  Thus  it  is 
appropriate  that  the  price  relationship 
between  the  St.  Louis  and  Chicago  mar¬ 
kets  be  maintained  at  a  plus  50  cents 
per  hundredweight.  Such  a  price  align¬ 
ment  is  especially  significant  in  consider¬ 
ing  a  price  change  which  would  be  effec¬ 
tive  on  a  long-range  basis  whereby  han¬ 
dlers  would  have  time  to  change  their 
source  of  supply. 

Several  witnesses  stated  that  a  price 
increase  was  necessary  to  reflect  the  in¬ 
creased  cost  of  feed  grains,  equipment, 
labor  and  other  production  items.  Other 
factors  such  as  poor  pasture  and  re¬ 
duced  hay  crops  due  to  inadequate  rain¬ 
fall  were  also  cited  as  justification  to 
increase  the  Class  I  price.  During  the 
first  five  months  of  1963  the  price  of 
mixed  dairy  feed  was  up  4.2  percent  in 
Illinois  and  up  6.3  percent  in  Missouri 
from  the  same  months  of  the  previous 
year.  On  May  1,  1963,  pasture  condi¬ 
tions  were  68  percent  of  normal  in  Mis¬ 
souri  due  to  the  abnormally  low  amount 
of  rainfall.  The  dry  weather  also  re¬ 
duced  the  quality  and  yield  of  hay  below 
normal  levels.  Obviously  such  factors 
are  significant  on  the  supply  side  of  the 
market  because  of  their  effect  on  future 
production. 
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However,  within  the  framework  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act, 
a  price  increase  is  appropriate  when  pro¬ 
duction  is  affected  to  the  point  where  an 
actual  reduction  in  the  supply  of  milk 
occurs  to  a  degree  that  the  fluid  milk 
requirements  of  the  market  are  threat¬ 
ened.  In  this  connection,  official  notice 
is  taken  of  the  emergency  Class  I  price 
hearing  held  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  cm 
October  28-29,  1963,  and  the  subsequent 
actions  pursuant  to  the  hearing. 

Since  the  drought  conditions  in  the 
production  area  persisted  throughout  the 
remainder  of  the  growing  season  it  ad¬ 
versely  affected  feed  supplies  and  prices, 
which  in  turn  affected  the  production  of 
milk  for  the  St.  Louis,  suburban  St.  Louis 
and  Ozarks  markets.  Thus  Class  I  prices 
were  increased  10  cents  above  what  they 
would  otherwise  have  been  in  these  mar¬ 
kets.  The  price  increase  was  made  effec¬ 
tive  through  March  1964.  Since  April 
is  normally  the  beginning  of  the  flush 
production  period  and  producer  receipts 
could  be  expected  to  be  more  than  ample 
to  meet  the  market  requirements  for 
fluid  milk,  the  price  increase  was  not  ex¬ 
tended  into  that  month. 

By  January  1964  the  supply-sales  con¬ 
ditions  in  all  three  markets  had  reversed 
from  the  relatively  short  supply  condi¬ 
tion  which  existed  in  the  fall  months  to 
a  surplus  supply  condition.  Deliveries  of 
producer  milk  in  the  St.  Louis,  suburban 
St.  Louis  and  Ozarks  markets  during  Jan¬ 
uary  1964  were  126  percent,  130  per¬ 
cent  and  130  percent,  respectively,  of 
gross  Class  I  sales.  The  corresponding 
percentages  for  January  1963  were  119 
percent,  120  percent  and  124  percent, 
respectively,  for  the  three  markets.  In 
February  1964  it  was  found  necessary  to 
suspend  the  country  plant  shipping  re¬ 
quirement  provision  of  the  St  Louis  order 
to  facilitate  the  orderly  disposition  of  the 
market’s  reserve  supply  of  milk.  Official 
notice  is  taken  of  the  suspension  order 
(29  F.R.  2859)  and  the  “Statistical  Sum¬ 
mary  for  January  1964”  for  each  market 
released  by  the  market  administrator. 

Except  for  unusual  circumstances,  such 
as  the  severe  drought  in  1963,  the  pricing 
mechanism  provided  in  the  order  tends 
to  reflect  supply  and  demand  conditions 
in  the  market  and  adjust  prices  so  as  to 
assure  adequate  supplies  of  milk.  The 
supply-demand  adjuster  automatically 
increases  the  Class  I  price  when  receipts 
fall  in  relation  to  Class  I  sales.  Irrespec¬ 
tive  of  an  increase  in  the  Class  I  price, 
the  blend  price  to  producers  increases 
when  the  proportion  of  the  available  sup¬ 
ply  used  for  fluid  purposes  increases. 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations  it 
is  concluded  that:  The  Class  I  price  levels 
in  the  St.  Louis,  suburban  St.  Louis,  and 
Ozarks  markets  have  and  are  expected  to 
continue  to  reflect  the  economic  factors, 
Including  the  price  of  feeds  and  the  avail¬ 
able  supplies  of  feeds,  which  affect  mar¬ 
ket  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in  the 
marketing  areas,  assure  adequate  sup¬ 
plies  of  milk  and  are  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  Therefore,  the  proposed  increases 
should  not  be  adopted. 

8.  Class  II  price.  The  St.  Louis  subur¬ 
ban  St.  Louis,  and  Ozarks  orders  should 
be  amended  to  provide  that  the  price  for 
Class  n  milk  shall  be  the  average  price 


per  hundredweight  for  manufacturing 
grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants  in  Minnesota 
and  Wisconsin,  as  reported  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  ad¬ 
justed  to  a  3.5  percent  butterfat  test. 
This  price  series  has  been  recommended 
as  the  Class  n  price  for  the  suburban 
St.  Louis  order  on  the  basis  of  an  earlier 
hearing  (29  F.R.  1530) .  Since  the  present 
suburban  St.  Louis  Class  n  price  is  tied 
to  the  St.  Louis  Class  n  price,  the  simul¬ 
taneous  amendment  of  both  orders  to  use 
the  Minnesota  -Wisconsin  price  series  as 
the  Class  II  price  is  most  appropriate. 

The  present  Class  n  price  under  the  St. 
Louis  order  during  the  months  of  Au¬ 
gust  through  February  is  the  higher  of 
either  the  average  price  paid  by  a  spec¬ 
ified  group  of  midwestem  condenserles 
or  a  price  resulting  from  a  butter-powder 
formula.  For  the  months  of  March 
through  July  the  Class  n  price  is  based 
on  a  butter-powder  formula  which  re¬ 
sults  in  a  somewhat  lower  price  than  that 
used  during  the  other  months  of  the 
year.  The  Ozarks  order  Class  n  price 
provision  is  identical  to  the  St.  Louis 
provision  during  the  August-February 
period,  but  the  butter-powder  formula 
effective  during  March  through  July  re¬ 
turns  a  six -cent  higher  price  than  does 
the  one  in  the  St.  Louis  order. 

In  addition  to  the  Minnesota- Wiscon¬ 
sin  price  series  recommended  herein,  it 
was  proposed  that  the  Class  n  price  be 
the  higher  of  either  the  average  price  of 
milk  for  manufacturing  purposes  in  the 
United  States  or  the  average  of  the  prices 
paid  by  five  specified  manufacturing 
plants,  plus  15  cents. 

For  the  12-month  period  April  1962 
through  March  1963  the  average  monthly 
Class  n  price  for  milk  of  3.5  percent 
butterfat  content  in  St.  Louis  was  $2.93. 
The  Minnesota  -  W isconsin  price  series 
and  the  U.S.  manufacturing  milk  price 
series  for  3.5  percent  milk  averaged  $3.06 
and  $2.99,  respectively,  during  this  pe¬ 
riod.  The  prices  paid  by  a  local  manu¬ 
facturing  plant  averaged  $2.74  for  the 
same  12  months. 

Certain  handler  witnesses  argued  that 
the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  series 
would  result  in  too  high  a  price  for  Class 
n  milk.  The  Class  n  price  should  be  at 
such  level  that  handlers  will  accept  and 
market  whatever  quantities  of  milk  in 
excess  of  Class  I  needs  may  occur  from 
time  to  time.  The  price,  however,  should 
not  be  so  low,  that  handlers  will  be  en¬ 
couraged  to  procure  milk  supplies  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  converting  them  into 
Class  n  products. 

Regulated  plants  use  reserve  milk 
regularly  each  month  in  relatively  high 
value  Class  n  products  such  as  cottage 
cheese  and  ice  cream.  Milk  in  excess  of 
need  for  such  uses  is  manufactured  into 
butter  and  powder  which  must  compete 
on  a  nationwide  market 
In  order  to  obtain  a  supply  of  quality 
milk,  manufacturing  plants  in  the  area 
pay  premiums  over  their  basic  prices. 
It  is  a  common  practice  for  plants  to  pay 
a  premium  if  the  farm  has  a  cooler  and 
an  additional  premium  for  volume  of 
milk  shipped.  During  1962  these  pre¬ 
miums  averaged  25  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  Producers  shipping  to  Federal 
order  plants  would  undoubtedly  qualify 


for  such  premiums.  The  1962  average  of 
the  basic  prices  plus  the  premium  was 
$3.00  per  hundredweight  at  the  5  manu¬ 
facturing  plants  in  the  area  proposed  as 
an  alternative  Class  n  price.  During 
1962  the  8t.  Louis  order  Class  n  price 
averaged  $2.98  and  the  Minnesota-Wis¬ 
consin  price  series  averaged  $3.11.  Dur¬ 
ing  1962  the  premiums  paid  to  producers 
supplying  the  St.  Louis  market  averaged 
20.3  cents  per  hundredweight  on  all  milk. 
From  the  above  considerations  it  appears 
that  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price 
series  would  not  be  so  high  that  handlers 
would  refuse  to  accept  the  market’s  re¬ 
serve  milk  and  it  would  more  realistically 
reflect  the  actual  use  value  of  the  milk. 
The  use  of  a  lower  price  would  not  assure 
producers  of  the  full  use  value  of  their 
milk. 

The  use  of  local  manufacturing  plant 
basic  pay  price  plus  an  arbitrary  fixed 
amount  to  reflect  premiums  paid  would 
not  provide  as  good  a  measure  of  the 
value  of  Class  n  milk  as  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  price  series.  Since  the 
amounts  of  the  premiums  paid  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  change  it  would  be  virtually  im¬ 
possible  to  write  a  realistic  allowance  into 
the  order.  Similarly  the  butter-powder 
formula  involves  an  arbitrary  fixed 
allowance  for  manufacturing  costs  which 
are  subject  to  change.  Use  of  such  for¬ 
mula  could  very  easily  result  in  prices 
which  are  either  too  low  or  too  high  and 
could  cause  intermarket  dislocation  of 
reserve  supplies. 

A  manufacturing  milk  price  series 
would  be  more  appropriate  as  it  would 
automatically  reflect  changing  premium 
and  manufacturing  costs. 

Of  the  two  manufacturing  milk  price 
series  proposed  for  use  as  the  Class  II 
price,  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price 
series  would  be  more  appropriate  for  use 
in  these  markets.  This  is  the  price 
series  used  in  many  Federal  order  mar¬ 
kets  in  the  Midwest  and  It  has  been 
recommended  for  use  as  the  price  for 
reserve  supplies  in  Illinois  markets  where 
the  production  area  is  coextensive  with 
part  of  the  St.  Louis  market  supply  area. 

Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  Under 
Secretary’s  decision  issued  February  21, 
1963  (27  F.R.  1802)  to  use  the  Minne¬ 
sota-Wisconsin  price  series  as  the  basic 
formula  price  in  the  determination  of 
Class  I  prices  in  36  Federal  milk  orders  in 
the  Midwest,  including  the  St.  Louis,  sub¬ 
urban  St.  Louis  and  Ozarks  orders. 
(Since  the  Class  I  price  in  these  three 
orders  are  either  directly  or  indirectly 
tied  to  the  Chicago  order,  the  use  of  the 
Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  Class  I  prices  was  effectuated 
through  an  amendment  to  the  Chicago 
order  on  March  1,  1962.)  The  price  for 
manufacturing  grade  milk  in  the  two- 
state  area  of  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin  is 
issued  by  the  State-Federal  Crop  Report¬ 
ing  Service  on  about  the  5th  day  of  each 
month  for  milk  received  at  manufactur¬ 
ing  plants  m  these  States  in  the  previous 
month.  Plant  operators  report  the  total 
pounds  of  manufacturing  grade  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  farmers,  the  butterfat  con¬ 
tent,  and  total  money  paid  to  farmers 
for  the  milk.  The  two-state  area  is  one 
in  which  there  is  a  heavy  concentration 
of  manufacturing  grade  milk  and  where 
many  plants  are  competing  for  such  sup- 
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ply.  In  Minnesota  about  80  percent  of  The  handler  at  Cape  Girardeau  pur-  ing  area  ^base  zone  where  the  Class  I 
the  milk  sold  off  farms  is  manufacturing  chases  most  of  his  supply  of  milk  from  price  is  fixed  10  cents  below  the  St.  Louis 
grade  and  in  Wisconsin  about  65  percent  producers  located  in  Cape  Girardeau  order  Class  I  price  for  the  0-30-mile  zone. 
About  50  percent  of  the  manufacturing  County.  This  county  is  also  part  of  the  Thus,  the  Class  I  price  at  this  plant 
grade  milk  sold  off  farms  in  the  United  St.  Louis  and  suburban  St.  Louis  pro-  is  six  cents  lower  than  it  would  be  if  the 
States  is  produced  in  these  two  States,  duction  area.  Producers  in  the  county  plant  were  regulated  under  that  order. 

The  manufacturing  milk  price  for  the  ship  milk  directly  to  regulated  bottling  Historically  the  Breese  plant  has  been 
two-state  area  is  reported  by  the  De-  plants  at  which  no  location  adjustment  regulated  under  the  suburban  St.  Louis 
partment  as  the  price  at  actual  butterfat  is  applicable.  Thus,  the  competitive  buy-  order.  It  became  a  St.  Louis  regulated 
test.  The  announced  price  is  adjusted  ing  price  in  the  area  is  the  same  as  plant  beginning  September  1962  due  to 
to  the  3.5  percent  butterfat  test  used  in  the  0-30  mile  zone  price.  Handlers  lo-  sales  at  Scott  Military  Reservation, 
the  orders  by  means  of  a  butterfat  differ-  cated  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis  and  han-  The  record  does  not  show  the  com¬ 
en  tial  equal  to  0.12  times  the  average  dlers  under  the  suburban  St.  Louis  order  plete  distribution  pattern  from  the 
wholesale  price  for  92-score  butter  at  (where  the  Class  I  price  is  10  cents  less)  Breese  plant.  However,  it  does  indicate 
Chicago.  compete  for  sales  in  the  Cape  Girardeau  that  there  are  sales  from  this  plant  in 

The  Minnesota -Wisconsin  price  series  area.  densely  populated  areas  of  the  suburban 

is  a  better  index  for  determining  the  In  view  of  the  above  considerations,  St.  Louis  order.  In  fact  there  are  a 
value  of  Class  H  milk  in  the  orders  than  the  proposal  to  provide  a  plus  differential  number  of  handlers  under  these  two 
the  other  means  which  were  proposed,  at  Cape  Girardeau  should  not  be  adopted,  orders  whose  sales  territories  overlap. 
It  is  representative  of  prices  paid  to  However,  under  present  conditions  a  The  suburban  St.  Louis  marketing  area 
farmers  for  about  half  of  the  manu-  minus  differential  would  not  be  ap-  covers  a  substantial  proportion  of  the 
facturing  grade  milk  produced  in  the  propriate  for  the  Cape  Girardeau  area  production  area  for  the  St.  Louis  and 
country.  It  is  a  price  level  determined  either.  The  order,  therefore,  should  suburban  St.  Louis  markets.  Thus, 
by  competitive  conditions  which  are  provide  no  location  differential  at  plants  close  alignment  of  pricing  under  the  two 
affected  by  demand  in  all  of  the  major  in  Cape  Girardeau  County.  orders  is  essential  for  orderly  marketing, 

uses  of  manufactured  dairy  products.  At  the  present  time  there  are  no  plants  In  view  of  the  above  consideration  the 
Hie  system  of  reporting  has  been  de-  located  in  the  counties  of  Jefferson,  St.  Louis  Class  I  price  at  pool  plants  lo- 
veloped  so  that  a  reliable  average  price  Perry,  and  Ste.  Genevieve.  These  coun-  cated  in  the  suburban  St.  Louis  market- 
is  available  promptly  and  thus  it  provides  ties  lie  along  the  Mississippi  River  be-  ing  area  should  not  be  less  than  the 
just  as  current  a  basis  for  pricing  milk  tween  Cape  Girardeau  County  and  St.  price  which  would  be  applicable  at  such 
as  the  present  formula.  Louis  County.  If  a  plant  were  to  be  lo-  plant  under  that  order.  This  would  in- 

9.  Location  differentials,  (a)  The  St.  cated  in  these  counties,  the  Class  I  price  crease  the  price  six  cents  per  hundred- 
Louis  order  location  differential  pro-  at  such  a  plant  should  be  the  same  as  weight  at  the  Breese  plant,  thus  the  ap- 
visions  should  be  modified  by  providing  at  St.  Louis  or  Cape  Girardeau  since  all  plicable  Class  I  price  under  either  order 
that  prices  should  not  be  adjusted  for  these  counties  are  located  in  the  supply  would  be  the  same  for  the  plant, 
location  at  pool  plants  within  a  newly  area  of  both  the  St.  Louis  and  suburban  (c)  It  was  proposed  that  the  location 
designated  base  zone  consisting  of  the  st.  Louis  markets.  Application  of  a  differential  of  32  cents  at  Aurora,  Mis- 
city  of  St  Louis  and  the  counties  of  St.  location  differential  at  a  plant  located  souri,  be  reduced  to  27  cents.  The  pro- 
Louis,  Jefferson,  Perry,  Ste.  Genevieve,  here  would  disrupt  the  price  alignment  ponent  witness  argued  that  this  was  nec- 
and  Cape  Girardeau.  The  St.  Louis  within  the  St.  Louis  market  as  well  as  essary  to  reflect  the  competitive  price  in 
order  should  also  provide  that  the  loca-  between  the  St.  Louis  and  suburban  St.  toe  vicinity  of  these  country  plants  since 
tion  adjustment  at  pool  plants  located  Louis  markets.  Part  of  the  supply  for  these  plants  orig¬ 

in  the  suburban  St.  Louis  marketing  area  Therefore,  the  city  of  St.  Louis  and  inates  from  producers  who  are  located 
be  limited  to  the  amount  that  the  sub-  the  counties  of  St.  Louis,  Jefferson,  near  producers  who  ship  milk  to  county 
urban  St.  Louis  Class  I  price  is  less  than  perry,  Ste.  Genevieve,  and  Cape  Girar-  plants  at  Lebanon,  Missouri,  where  the 
the  St.  Louis  Class  I  price.  deau  should  constitute  a  base  zone  with-  location  adjustment  is  27  cents. 

Under  the  St.  Louis  order  Class  I  and  in  which  a  location  differential  should  Milk  is  assembled  at  these  country 
uniform  prices  are  reduced  16  cents  at  not  apply.  plants  for  shipment  to  plants  in  St.  Louis, 

plants  in  the  30-40-mile  zone  and  an  (b)  As  an  adjunct  to  the  proposal  to  The  value  of  milk  at  the  country  plants 
additional  cent  for  each  10  miles  or  frac-  shift  part  of  the  suburban  St.  Louis  Is  equal  to  the  f  .o.b.  St.  Louis  price  minus 
tion  thereof  beyond  40  miles  from  the  marketing  area  to  the  St.  t  ^nia  market-  toe  cost  of  hauling.  The  lower  differ- 
City  Hall  in  St.  Louis.  ing  area  the  Class  I  price  would  be  in-  ential  at  the  Lebanon,  Missouri,  plants 

The  expansion  of  the  marketing  area  creased  16  cents  per  hundredweight  at  reflects  the  fact  that  Lebanon  is  approx- 
recommended  herein  would  regulate  city  a  Louis  regulated  plant  located  in  imately  50  miles  closer  to  St.  Louis  than 
plants  beyond  40  miles  from  the  City  Hall  Breese  nnnn<«  This  plant  is  in  the  Ozarks,  Missouri.  Consequently,  the 
in  St.  Louis.  One  such  plant  is  located  30-40-inile  zone  area  as  measured  from  cost  of  hauling  milk  to  St.  Louis  from 
at  Cape  Girardeau,  Missouri,  approxi-  the  city  Hall  in  St.  Louis.  The  present  Lebanon  is  about  five  cents  less  than 
mately  100  miles  south  of  St.  Louis,  location  differential  in  the  order  reduces  from  Ozarks.  The  order  price  should 
Under  the  present  order  a  location  differ-  ^  Class  1  price  16  cents  at  plants  lo_  reflect  the  value  of  the  milk  at  the  plant 
ential  of  minus  22  cents  would  be  appli-  cated  in  the  30-40-mile  zone.  where  it  is  received  rather  than  the  lo- 

cable  at  this  plant.  Several  witnesses  The  plant  at  Breese  is  the  only  St.  cation  of  the  farm.  Therefore  it  is  con- 
proposed  that  the  order  provide  for  a  Louis  regulated  plant  at  which  a  location  eluded  that  no  change  should  be  made 
plus  differential  of  26  cents  at  Cape  differential  is  applicable  and  which  has  in  the  location  differential  at  country 
Girardeau.  The  proponents  argued  ^  tbgA  part  of  the  suburban  St.  Plants. 

that  the  plus  differential  would  be  neces-  Louis  marketing  area  proposed  for  in-  10-  TVPe  of  pooling.  The  market- 
sary  for  price  alignment  with  markets  elusion  in  the  St  Louis  marketing  area  wide  equalization  pool  should  be  retained 
in  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Arkansas.  Its  sales  ln  the  st.  Louis  marketing  area  imder  each  of  toe  orders.  Proposals 
Producer  milk  should  be  priced  in  re-  are  made  within  the  city  of  Belleville  were  mat*e  to  change  each  of  the  three 
lation  to  its  location  value.  Generally,  and  Scoj.^.  Miu+ary  Reservation  Belle  orders  to  individual-handler  pooling  as  a 
in  order  to  obtain  an  adequate  supply  of  ^  and  Scott  miu^  Reservation  are  means  of  distributing  returns  to  farm- 
milk,  markets  south  of  the  surplus  milk  located  approximately  half-way  between  ers-  Under  the  present  marketwide 
production  area  (Minnesota  and  Ws-  the  Breese  plant  and  the  city  of  St.  P?°ls  Producers  all  share  equally  in  the 
consin)  require  progressively  higher  Louis  Class  I  sales  by  all  handlers  In  the 

prices  for  milk  corresponding  to  the  in-  st  Louis  order  Class  I  price  ap-  respective  markets  and  the  burden  of 

creased  cost  of  transporting  milk  from  plicabie  at  toe  Breese  plant  is  16  cents  carrying  the  necessary  reserve  supply  is 
such  alternative  milk  supply  areas.  less  than  at  plants  of  other  St.  Louis  borne  equally  by  all  producers.  Under 
However,  the  record  indicates  that  the  regulated  handlers  that  have  sales  within  an  individual-handler  pool  a  producer 
Cape  Girardeau  area  can  be  adequately  the  city  of  Belleville  and  Scott  Military  would  receive  a  price  based  on  the  utili- 
supplied  with  milk  if  the  price  is  equal  Reservation.  The  Breese  plant  is  located  zation  of  the  particular  handler  to  whom 
to  that  applicable  f.o.b.  St.  Louis.  in  the  suburban  St.  Louis  order  market-  he  ships  his  milk. 


Thursday ,  May  21,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


6639 


Since  the  handler  who  maintains  the 
highest  Class  I  utilization  would  also 
have  the  highest  producer  price  under 
an  individual-handler  pool,  handlers 
would  be  encouraged  to  buy  only  enough 
milk  from  producers  to  meet  their  Class 
I  needs.  Thus,  many  producers  who  are 
now  supplying  these  markets  would  un¬ 
doubtedly  be  dropped — at  least  during 
the  months  of  flush  production.  In  the 
fall  months  when  production  tends  to 
drop,  handlers  would  be  adding  addi¬ 
tional  producers  or  depending  on  another 
market  for  needed  supplies.  Such 
adding  and  dropping  of  producers  would 
create  unstable  marketing  conditions  and 
would  shift  the  burden  of  carrying  the 
necessary  reserve  for  the  market  to  a 
particular  group  of  producers  or  another 
market. 

In  these  markets  some  plants  have  no 
manufacturing  facilities.  Such  plants 
normally  limit  their  receipts  of  producer 
milk  to  the  quantity  needed  for  Class  I 
in  the  flush  production  season  and  in  the 
short  production  months  procure  sup¬ 
plemental  supplies  of  milk  from  plants 
which  maintain  manufacturing  facilities 
and  carry  adequate  supplies  throughout 
the  year.  The  marketwide  pools  enable 
handlers  with  manufacturing  facilities 
or  cooperative  associations  to  handle  the 
reserve  supplies  and  to  pay  producers  the 
same  price  as  is  paid  by  handlers  who  do 
not  assume  the  responsibility  of  carrying 
the  necessary  reserve.  Thus,  the  lower 
return  for  the  reserve  milk  is  apportioned 
equally  among  all  producers. 

The  marketwide  pools  facilitate  or¬ 
derly  marketing  with  respect  to  Class  I 
sales  under  contracts  to  military  instal¬ 
lations.  These  contracts  are  let  on  a  bid 
basis  and  often  shift  from  one  handler 
to  another.  The  marketwide  pool  aids 
in  shifting  supplies  to  the  handler  ob¬ 
taining  such  a  contract  and  assures  that 
all  producers  share  in  the  sales. 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations  it 
is  concluded  that  marketwide  pooling 
will  maintain  more  efficient  and  orderly 
marketing  of  milk  in  these  markets  than 
would  individual-handler  pools. 

11.  Overdue  accounts.  The  provision 
of  the  St.  Louis  order  which  applies  an 
interest  charge  on  overdue  accounts  han¬ 
dled  by  the  market  administrator  should 
not  be  extended  to  cover  handlers’  money 
obligations  which  are  not  handled  by  the 
market  administrator. 

A  cooperative  association  proposed 
that  handlers'  payments  to  cooperative 
associations  be  increased  one-half  of  one 
percent  for  each  month  or  portion  there¬ 
of  that  such  payment  is  overdue.  The 
order  now  provides  that  such  interest 
rate  shall  be  applicable  to  overdue  pay¬ 
ments  into  and  out  of  the  producer- 
settlement  firnd  and  to  marketing  service 
and  administrative  expense  payments. 

The  order  provides  that  handlers  shall 
Pay  cooperative  associations  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  producer  members  of  the 
association  if  the  association  so  requests, 
rather  than  make  payments  directly  to 
the  producers.  These  payments  are  due 
the  cooperative  on  or  before  the  14th 
day  of  each  month  for  the  previous 
month’s  receipts.  A  partial  payment  is 
due  on  or  before  the  25th  day  of  the 
month  for  milk  received  during  the  first 


fifteen  days  of  the  month.  The  pro¬ 
ponent  stated  that  one  handler  has  been 
from  four  to  fifteen  days  late  in  making 
each  of  these  payments  to  the  proponent 
cooperative  over  a  period  of  several 
months.  The  proponent  witness  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  order  provide  for  an 
interest  penalty  on  such  late  payments 
to  encourage  prompt  payment  of  the 
obligations.  The  witness  knew  of  no 
other  handler  who  did  not  make  pay¬ 
ments  on  or  before  the  due  dates  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  order. 

Assessment  of  interest  charges  on  late 
payments  by  a  handler  to  a  cooperative 
association  is  not  administratively  feasi¬ 
ble.  The  market  administrator  is  not  in 
a  position  to  verify  the  actual  date  of 
payment  because  of  the  possibility  of  pre¬ 
dating  of  checks,  of  agreements  between 
handlers  and  cooperative  associations 
with  the  respect  to  the  extension  of 
credit,  and  the  issuance  of  notes  to  cover 
all  or  a  part  of  the  indebtedness. 

It  should  be  recognized  also  that  the 
cooperative  association  as  the  marketing 
agent  for  its  member  producers  has  au¬ 
thority  to  enter  into  contractual  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  purchasing  handler  which 
could  provide  for  the  payment  of  interest 
or  other  penalty  on  delinquent  debts. 
These  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
should  be  left  to  the  contract  between 
the  cooperative  association  and  the  pur¬ 
chasing  handler  rather  than  being  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  order. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf 
of.  certain  interested  parties.  These 
briefs,  proposed  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  and  the  evidence  in  the  record  were 
considered  in  making  the  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  suggested  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  filed  by  interested  parties  are 
inconsistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests 
to  make  such  findings  or  reach  such  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  orders  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  areas,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  proposed 
marketing  agreements  and  the  orders,  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such 


prices  as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  fac¬ 
tors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure 
and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest;  and 

•  (c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreements 
and  orders  amending  the  orders.  The 
following  orders  amending  the  orders 
as  amended  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  suburban  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis 
and  Ozarks,  Missouri,  marketing  areas 
are  recommended  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  by  which  the  forego¬ 
ing  conclusions  may  be  carried  out.  The 
recommended  marketing  agreements  are 
not  included  in  this  decision  because  the 
regulatory  provisions  thereof  would  be 
the  same  as  those  contained  in  the  or¬ 
ders,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended: 

Amendments  to  Part  1032  Regulating 

the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Subur¬ 
ban  St.  Louis  Marketing  Area 

1.  Sections  1032.7  through  1032.18  are 
revised  and  renumbered  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1032.7  Producer. 

“Producer”  means  any  person,  other 
than  a  producer-handler  as  defined  in 
any  order  (including  this  part)  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Act,  who  produces  milk 
in  compliance  with  the  Grade  A  inspec¬ 
tion  requirements  of  a  duly  constituted 
health  authority,  and  whose  milk  is  (a) 
received  at  a  pool  plant,  or  (b)  diverted 
as  producer  milk  pursuant  to  §  1032.14. 

§1032.8  Handler. 

“Handler”  means: 

(a)  Any  person  in  his  capacity  as  the 
operator  of  a  distributing  plant  or  a 
supply  plant; 

(b)  Any  cooperative  association  with 
respect  to  milk  from  producers  diverted 
for  its  account  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant;  and 

(c)  Any  cooperative  association  with 
respect  to  the  milk  of  its  members  which 
is  delivered  from  the  farm  to  the  pool 
plant  of  another  handler  in  a  tank  truck 
owned  and  operated  by,  or  under  contract 
to  such  cooperative  association,  if  the 
cooperative  association,  prior  to  delivery, 
notifies  in  writing  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  and  the  handler  to  whose  plant 
the  milk  is  delivered,  that  it  will  be  the 
handler  for  the  milk.  Milk  so  delivered 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  received  by 
the  cooperative  association  at  a  pool 
plant  at  the  location  of  the  pool  plant 
to  which  it  is  delivered. 

§  1032.9  Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler”  means  a  person 
who: 

(a)  Operates  a  distributing  plant  and 
processes  milk  from  his  own  farm  pro¬ 
duction,  and  who  distributes  all  or  a 
portion  of  such  milk  within  the  market¬ 
ing  area  on  a  route  but  who  receives  no 
milk  from  other  dairy  farmers  or  from 
nonpool  plants  in  the  form  of  fluid  milk 
products;  and 
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(b)  Assumes  as  his  personal  enter¬ 
prise  and  risk  the  processing  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  fluid  milk  products  and  the 
maintenance,  care  and  management  of 
dairy  animals  and  other  resources  neces¬ 
sary  to  produce  his  own  farm  milk  pro¬ 
duction.  • 

5  1032.10  Distributing  plant. 

“Distributing  plant”  means  any  plant 
at  which  fluid  milk  products  are  proc¬ 
essed  and  packaged  and  from  which 
Grade  A  fluid  milk  products  are  disposed 
of  on  a  route  (s)  in  the  marketing  area 
during  the  month. 

§  1032.11  Supply  plant. 

“Supply  plant”  means  any  plant  at 
which  Grade  A  milk  is  received  from 
dairy  fanners  and  from  which  fluid  milk 
products  are  moved  to  a  distributing 
plant. 

§  1032.12  Pool  plant. 

“Pool  plant”  means: 

(a)  A  distributing  plant,  other  than 
that  of  a  producer-handler  or  one  de¬ 
scribed  in  S  1032.61,  from  which  during 
the  month: 

(1)  Disposition  of  fluid  milk  products 
in  the  marketing  area  on  routes  is  equal 
to  10  percent  or  more  of  its  Grade  A 
receipts  from  dairy  farmers  and  coopera¬ 
tive  associations  in  their  capacity  as 
handlers  pursuant  to  §  1032.8(c) ,  or  from 
which  an  average  of  not  less  than  7,000 
pounds  per  day  of  fluid  milk  products  is 
distributed  on  routes  in  the  marketing 
area;  and 

(2)  Total  disposition  of  fluid  milk 
products  on  routes  is  equal  to  50  percent 
or  more  of  its  Grade  A  receipts  from 
dairy  farmers  and  cooperative  associa¬ 
tions  in  their  capacity  as  handlers  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1032.8(c) ; 

(b)  A  supply  plant  from  which  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  an  amount  equal  to  50  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  its  receipts  of  Grade  A 
milk  from  dairy  farmers  and  from  coop¬ 
erative  associations  in  their  capacity  as 
handlers  pursuant  to  §  1032.8(c)  is  moved 
to  and  received  at  a  pool  plant(s)  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Any  supply  plant  during  the 
months  of  February  through  August  that 
was  a  pool  plant  during  each  of  the  pre¬ 
ceding  months  of  September  through 
January,  unless  the  operator  of  such 
plant  notifies  the  market  administrator 
in  writing  before  the  first  day  of  any 
such  month  of  his  intention  to  withdraw 
such  plant  as  a  pool  plant,  in  which  case 
such  plant  shall  thereafter  be  a  non¬ 
pool  plant  until  it  again  meets  the  ship¬ 
ping  requirements  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section. 

§  1032.13  Nonpool  plant. 

“Nonpool  plant”  means  any  milk  re¬ 
ceiving,  manufacturing,  or  processing 
plant  other  than  a  pool  plant. 

§  1032.14  Producer  milk. 

“Producer  milk”  means  all  skim  milk 
and  butte rfat  contained  in  milk  which 

is: 

(a)  Received  during  the  month  at  a 
pool  plant  directly  from  producers  except 
that  received  by  diversion  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  milk  received  at  a  pool  plant 


by  diversion  from  a  plant  at  which  such 
milk  would  be  fully  subject  to  the  pric¬ 
ing  and  pooling  under  the  terms  or  pro¬ 
visions  of  another  order  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Act  shall  not  be  producer  milk;  or 

(b)  Diverted  by  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant  or  by  a  cooperative  association  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions : 

(1)  Diverted  during  the  month  from  a 
pool  plant  to  another  pool  plant(s)  for 
not  more  than  10  days’  production; 

(2)  Diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant (s)  at  which  the  handling 
of  milk  is  not  fully  subject  to  the  pricing 
and  pooling  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  on  any  day 
during  the  months  of  March  through 
August  and  in  any  other  month  for  not 
more  than  10  days’  production; 

(3)  Diverted  during  the  month  from 
a  pool  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant (s)  at 
which  the  handling  of  milk  is  fully  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  pricing  and  pooling  provi¬ 
sions  of  another  order  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Act  for  not  more  than  10  days’  pro¬ 
duction:  Provided,  That  milk  so  diverted 
shall  not  be  producer  milk  if,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  the  milk  is  fully  subject  to  the 
pricing  and  pooling  provisions  of  the 
other  order; 

(4)  Milk  diverted  for  the  account  of 
a  handler  in  his  capacity  as  operator 
of  a  pool  plant  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  received  at  the  pool  plant  from 
which  diverted ;  and 

(5)  Milk  diverted  for  the  account  of  a 
cooperative  association  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  received  by  the  cooperative 
association  at  a  pool  plant  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  pool  plant  from  which  di¬ 
verted. 

§  1032.15  Other  source  milk. 

“Other  source  milk”  means  all  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  contained  in: 

(a)  Receipts  during  the  month  of  fluid 
milk  products  except : 

(1)  Fluid  milk  products  received  from 
pool  plants; 

(2 )  Producer  milk ;  and 

<3>  Inventory  of  fluid  milk  products 
on  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  month; 

(b)  Products  other  than  fluid  milk 
products,  from  any  source  (including 
those  produced  at  the  plant)  which  are 
reprocessed  or  converted  to  another 
product  in  the  plant  during  the  month; 
and 

(c)  Any  disappearance  of  nonfluid 
milk  products  not  otherwise  accounted 
for. 

§  1032.16  Fluid  milk  product. 

“Fluid  milk  product”  means  milk,  skim 
milk,  buttermilk,  flavored  milk,  milk 
drinks  (plain  or  flavored) ,  cream  (sweet 
or  sour),  concentrated  milk,  fortified 
milk  or  skim  milk,  reconstituted  milk  or 
skim  milk  and  mixtures  of  milk,  skim 
milk  or  cream  (except  frozen  dessert 
mixes,  eggnog,  aerated  cream,  and 
sterilized  products  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers) . 

§  1032.17  Route. 

“Route”  means  a  delivery  (including 
disposition  from  a  plant  store  or  from  a 
distribution  point  and  distribution  by 
a  vendor  or  vending  machine)  of  any 
fluid  milk  product  to  a  retail  or  whole¬ 


sale  outlet  other  than  a  pool  plant  or  a 
nonpool  plant. 

§  1032.18  Chicago  butter  price. 

“Chicago  butter  price”  means  the 
simple  average,  as  computed  by  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator,  of  the  daily  whole¬ 
sale  selling  prices  (using  the  midpoint  of 
any  price  range  as  one  price)  per  pound 
of  92-score  bulk  creamery  butter  at  Chi¬ 
cago  as  reported  during  the  month  by 
the  Department. 

§  1032.22  [Amendment] 

2.  Paragraph  (i)  of  §  1032.22  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1032.22  Duties. 

***** 

(i)  On  or  before  the  12th  day  after  the 
end  of  each  month,  report  to  each  coop¬ 
erative  association  which  so  requests,  the 
class  utilization  of  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceived  by  each  handler  from  members  of 
the  association.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
report,  the  milk  caused  to  be  so  delivered 
by  an  association  shall  be  prorated  to 
each  class  in  the  proportion  that  the  total 
receipts  of  milk  received  from  producers 
by  such  handler  were  used  in  each  class. 
***** 

§  1032.30  [Amendment] 

3.  In  §  1032.30  the  reference  to 
“§  1032.9  (b)  and  <c)”  is  changed  to 
“§  1032.8  (b)  and  (c)”. 

4.  Section  1032.40  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  1032.40  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  to 
be  classified. 

The  skim  milk  and  butterfat  to  be  re¬ 
ported  by  each  handler  pursuant  to 
§  1032.30  shall  be  classified  each  month 
by  the  market  administrator  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  §§  1032.41  through 
1032.46. 

5.  Section  1032.41  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1032.41  Classes  of  utilization. 

Subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
§§  1032.42  to  1032.46  the  classes  of  utiliza¬ 
tion  shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Class  I.  Class  I  shall  be  all  skim 
mik  and  butterfat: 

(1)  Disposed  of  in  the  form  of  fluid 
milk  products,  except  those  classified 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  (2),  (3),  and 
(4)  of  this  section.  Fluid  milk  products 
which  have  been  fortified  by  the  addition 
of  nonfat  solids  shall  be  Class  I  in  an 
amount  equal  only  to  the  weight  of  an 
equal  volume  of  an  unmodified  product 
of  the  same  nature  and  butterfat  con¬ 
tent;  and 

(2)  Not  accounted  for  as  Class  n. 

(b)  Class  II.  Class  n  shall  be: 

(1)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  used 
to  produce  any  product  other  than  a  fluid 
milk  product; 

(2)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  market  administrator  to 
be  dumped; 

(3)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  ac¬ 
counted  for  as  disposed  of  for  livestock 
feed; 

(4)  The  inventories  of  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  on  hand  at  the  end  of  the  month; 

(5)  The  skim  milk  contained  in  that 
portion  of  “fortified”  fluid  milk  products 
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not  classified  as  Class  I  pursuant  to  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  (1)  of  this  section; 

(6)  Actual  shrinkage  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  allocated  pursuant  to  $  1032.46  ' 

(b)  (2)  not  to  exceed  the  following:  two 
percent  of  the  skim  milk  and  butterfat, 
respectively,  received  from  producers 
except  that  which  is  diverted  pursuant  to 

§  1032.14,  plus  1%  percent  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat,  respectively,  received 
from  pool  plants  of  other  handlers  in 
bulk  tank  lots  or  from  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  which  is  the  handler  for  the 
milk  pursuant  to  9  1032.8(c),  less  1% 
percent  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat,  re¬ 
spectively,  disposed  of  in  bulk  tank  lots 
to  other  plants  excluding  milk  diverted 
pursuant  to  §  1032.14;  and 

(7)  In  shrinkage  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat,  respectively,  allocated  to  other 
source  milk  pursuant  to  §  1032.46(b)  (1) . 

6.  In  section  1032.43  the  introductory 
paragraph  preceding  paragraph  (a) ,  par¬ 
agraph  (b),  and  paragraph  (e)  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1032.43  Transfers. 

Skim  milk  and  butterfat  disposed  of 
by  a  handler,  including  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  in  its  capacity  as  a  handler 
pursuant  to  §  1032.8  (b)  and  (c)  shall 
be  classified: 

(a)  As  Class  I  milk  if  transferred  or 
diverted  to  a  pool  plant  unless : 

(1)  Utilization  as  Class  n  is  claimed 
by  both  handlers  in  their  reports  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  §  1032.30;  and  the 
amount  of  skim  milk  or  butterfat  so  as¬ 
signed  to  Class  II  does  not  exceed  the 
amount  of  skim  milk  or  butterfat  re¬ 
maining  in  Class  n  at  either  plant  after 
the  subtraction  of  other  source  milk  pur¬ 
suant  to  9  1032.45(a)(4)  and  the  cor¬ 
responding  subtraction  pursuant  to 
§  1032.45(b),  or 

(2)  If  a  specified  utilization  is  not 
claimed  by  both  handlers,  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  transferred  to  a  pool  plant  of 
another  handler  by  a  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation  pursuant  to  9  1032.8(c),  shall  be 
classified  pro  rata  to  the  respective 
amounts  remaining  in  each  class  for  such 
month  at  the  pool  plant  of  the  receiving 
handler  after  the  computations  pursuant 
to  §  1032.45(a)  (7)  and  the  corresponding 
step  of  9  1032.45(b) . 

***** 

(e)  As  Class  I  if  moved  to  a  nonpool 
plant  in  the  form  of  cream  unless  the 
handler: 

(1)  Claims  classification  as  Class  II; 
and 

(2)  Establishes  that  such  cream  was 
transferred  to  a  nonpool  plant  without 
Grade  A  certification  and  that  each 
container  was  labeled  or  tagged  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  contents  were  for  manu¬ 
facturing  use  and  that  the  shipment  was 
so  invoiced. 

§  1032.44  [Amendment] 

1.  In  9  1032.44  the  reference  to 
“§  1032.9(c)  ”  is  changed  to  “9  1032.8(c)” 
and  the  reference  to  “9  1032.9(b)”  is 
changed  to  “  1032.8(b)”. 

8.  In  9  1032.45  subparagraphs  (5)  and 
(7)  of  paragraph  (a)  are  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

No.  100 - 6 


§  1032.45  Allocation  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(5)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class,  in  series 
beginning  with  Class  n  milk  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  inventory  of  fluid  milk 
products  at  the  beginning  of  the  month; 

(6)  *  *  * 

(7)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  received  from  pool  plants  of  other 
handlers  and  cooperative  associations 
according  to  the  classification  assigned 
pursuant  to  9  1032.43(a) ;  and 

*  ♦  *  *  * 

§  1032.46  [Amendment] 

9.  In  9  1032.46  the  references  to 
“9  1032.9(c)”  are  changed  to  “§  1032.- 
8(c)”. 

10.  Section  1032.50  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1032.50  Basic  formula  price. 

The  basic  formula  price  shall  be  the 
average  price  per  hundredweight  for 
manufacturing  grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants 
in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  as  reported 
by  the  Department  for  the  month.  Such 
price  shall  be  adjusted  to  a  3.5  percent 
butterfat  basis  by  a  butterfat  differen¬ 
tial  rounded  to  the  nearest  one-tenth 
cent  computed  at  0.12  times  the  Chicago 
butter  price  for  the  month.  The  basic 
formula  price  shall  be  rounded  to  the 
nearest  full  cent. 

11.  In  9  1032.51  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1032.51  Class  prices. 

***** 

(b)  Class  II  price.  The  Class  n  price 
shall  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
month. 

12.  In  9  1032.61  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1032.61  Plants  subject  to  other  Fed¬ 
eral  orders. 

♦  *  *  *  * 

(a)  Any  distributing  plant  which 
would  be  subject  to  the  classification  and 
pricing  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  unless  such 
plant  qualifies  as  a  pool  plant  pursuant 
to  9  1032.12(a)  and  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  that  more  Class  I  milk  is  disposed 
of  from  such  plant  to  retail  or  whole¬ 
sale  outlets  (except  pool  plants)  in  the 
Suburban  St.  Louis  marketing  area  than 
in  the  marketing  area  regulated  pur¬ 
suant  to  such  other  order; 

(b)  Any  supply  plant  which  would  be 
subject  to  the  classification  and  pricing 
provisions  of  another  order  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  unless  such  plant  is  a 
pool  plant  pursuant  to  9  1032.12(c);  or 

***** 

§  1032.62  [Amendment] 

13.  In  9  1032.62(b)  the  reference  to 
“9  1032.13(b)”  is  changed  to  “§  1032.12 
(b)”. 

Amendments  to  Part  1062  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  St. 
Louis,  Missouri,  Marketing  Area 

1.  Section  1062.6  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  1062.6  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  marketing 
area. 

“St.  Louis,  Missouri,  marketing  area”, 
hereinafter  called  the  “marketing  area”, 
means  the  territory  within  the  corporate 
limits  of  the  cities  of  St.  Louis  and  St. 
Charles  and  the  territory  within  the 
counties  of  Bollinger,  Cape  Girardeau, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Jefferson,  Perry,  St. 
Francois,  Ste.  Genevieve,  St.  Louis,  and 
Washington,  all  in  Missouri;  and  the  ter¬ 
ritory  within  Scott  Military  Reservation, 
and  East  St.  Louis,  Centerville,  Canteen, 
and  Stites  Townships,  and  the  city  of 
Belleville,  all  in  St.  Clair  County,  Il¬ 
linois.  “Base  zone”  means  the  city  of 
St.  Louis  and  the  counties  of  St.  Louis, 
Jefferson,  Perry,  Ste.  Genevieve,  and 
Cape  Girardeau. 

2.  Section  1062.7  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1062.7  Producer. 

“Producer”  means  any  person,  other 
than  a  producer-handler  as  defined  in 
any  order  (including  this  part)  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Act,  who  produces  milk 
in  compliance  with  the  Grade  A  inspec¬ 
tion  requirements  of  a  duly  constituted 
health  authority  and  whose  milk  is  (a) 
received  at  a  pool  plant,  or  (b)  diverted 
as  producer  milk  pursuant  to  9  1062.14. 

3.  Section  1062.10  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1062.10  Pool  plant. 

“Pool  plant”  means: 

(a)  A  city  plant  from  which  not  less 
than  50  percent  of  the  receipts  of  ap¬ 
proved  milk  from  dairy  farmers,  coopera¬ 
tive  associations  in  their  capacity  as 
handlers  pursuant  to  9  1062.12(c),  and 
country  plants  is  distributed  during  the 
month  as  Class  I  milk  on  routes  and 
from  which  not  less  than  10  percent  of 
such  receipts  are  distributed  on  routes 
in  the  marketing  area:  Provided,  That 
a  plant  which  qualifies  as  a  pool  plant 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  during  the 
month  shall  be  a  pool  plant  during  the 
following  month; 

(b)  A  country  plant  from  which  not 
less  than  20  percent  of  receipts  during 
the  month  of  approved  milk  from  dairy 
farmers  and  cooperative  Associations  in 
their  capacity  as  handlers  pursuant  to 
I  1062.12(c)  is  shipped  to  city  plants 
which  are  pool  plants  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section; 

(c)  A  country  plant  during  the  months 
of  March  through  August  that  was  a  pool 
plant  in  each  of  the  preceding  months 
of  September  through  February,  unless 
the  operator  of  such  plant  submits  a 
written  request  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  that  such  plant  not  be  a  pool 
plant,  such  nonpool  status  to  be  effective 
the  first  month  following  receipt  of  such 
notice  and  thereafter  until  the  plant 
qualifies  as  a  pool  plant  on  the  basis  of 
shipments; 

(d)  A  country  plant  operated  by,  or 
under  contract  to  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  if  50  percent  of  the  total  milk  sup¬ 
ply  of  producers  who  are  members  of 
such  an  association  has  during  the  imme¬ 
diately  preceding  12  months  been: 

(1)  Shipped  directly  from  farms  to 
pool  plants  not  operated  by  such  coop¬ 
erative  association;  and 
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(2)  Transferred  from  a  country  plant 
operated  by,  or  under  contract  to,  the 
cooperative  association  to  a  pool  plant 
described  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section. 

4.  Section  1062.14  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1062.14  Producer  milk. 

“Producer  milk"  means  all  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  contained  in  milk  which  is: 

(a)  Received  during  the  month  at  a 
pool  plant  directly  from  producers  except 
that  received  by  diversion  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  section:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  milk  received  at  a  pool  plant 
by  diversion  from  a  plant  at  which  such 
milk  would  be  fully  subject  to  the  pric¬ 
ing  and  pooling  under  the  terms  or  provi¬ 
sions  of  another  order  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Act  shall  not  be  producer  milk ;  or 

(b)  Diverted  by  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant  or  by  a  cooperative  association 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Diverted  during  the  month  from 
a  pool  plant  to  another  pool  plant(s) 
for  not  more  than  16  days’  production; 

(2)  Diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant(s)  at  which  the  handling 
of  milk  is  not  fully  subject  to  the  pricing 
and  pooling  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  on  any  day 
during  the  months  of  March  through 
August  and  in  any  other  month  for  not 
more  than  16  days’  production; 

(3)  Diverted  during  the  month  from 
a  pool  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant(s)  at 
which  the  handling  of  milk  is  fully  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  pricing  and  pooling  provisions 
of  another  order  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act  for  not  more  than  16  days’  produc¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  milk  so  diverted 
shall  not  be  producer  milk  if,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  the  milk  is  fully  subject  to  the 
pricing  and  pooling  provisions  of  the 
other  order; 

(4)  Milk  diverted  for  the  account  of 
a  handler  in  his  capacity  as  operator 
of  a  pool  plant  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  received  at  a  pool  plant  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  plant  to  which  diverted;  and 

(5)  Milk  diverted  for  the  account  of 
a  cooperative  association  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  received  by  the  cooperative 
association  at  a  pool  plant  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  plant  to  which  diverted. 

5.  Section  1062.16  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1062.16  Other  source  milk. 

“Other  source  .milk”  means  all  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  contained  in: 

(a)  Receipts  during  the  month  of 
fluid  milk  products  except: 

(1)  Fluid  milk  products  received  from 
pool  plants; 

(2)  Producer  milk;  and 

(3)  Inventory  of  fluid  milk  products 
on  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  month; 

(b)  Products,  other  than  fluid  milk 
products,  from  any  source  (including 
those  produced  at  the  plant)  which  are 
reprocessed  or  converted  to  another 
product  in  the  plant  during  the  month; 
and 

(c)  Any  disappearance  of  nonfluid 
milk  products  not  otherwise  accounted 
for. 


6.  The  material  contained  in  }  1062.17 
is  revoked  and  a  new  §  1062.17  is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1062.17  Fluid  milk  product. 

“Fluid  milk  product”  means  milk,  skim 
milk,  buttermilk,  flavored  milk,  milk 
drinks  (plain  or  flavored) ,  concentrated 
milk,  fortified  milk  or  skim  milk,  recon¬ 
stituted  milk  or  skim  milk,  cream  (sweet 
or  sour)  and  mixtures  of  milk,  skim  milk 
or  cream  (except  frozen  dessert  mixes, 
eggnog,  aerated  cream,  sterilized  prod¬ 
ucts  in  hermetically  sealed  containers, 
and  cultured  sour  mixtures ,  to  which 
cheese  or  another  food  substance  other 
than  a  milk  product  has  been  added  and 
which  contains  not  more  than  15  percent 
butterfat) . 

7.  Section  1062.41  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.41  Classes  of  utilization. 

Subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
§§  1062.42  and  1062.43,  the  classes  of  uti¬ 
lization  shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Class  I  milk.  Class  I  milk  shall  be 
all  skim  milk  and  butterfat: 

(1)  Disposed  of  in  the  form  of  fluid 
milk  products,  except  those  classified 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  (2),  (3),  and 

(4)  of  this  section.  Fluid  milk  products 
which  have  been  fortified  by  the  addition 
of  nonfat  solids  shall  be  Class  I  in  an 
amount  equal  only  to  the  weight  of  an 
equal  volume  of  an  unmodified  product 
of  the  same  nature  and  butterfat  con¬ 
tent;  and 

(2)  Not  accounted  for  as  Class  II. 

(b)  Class  II  milk.  Class  n  milk  shall 
be  all  skim  milk  and  butterfat: 

( 1 )  Accounted  for  and  used  to  produce 
any  product  other  than  a  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
uct; 

(2)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  market  administrator  to 
be  dumped; 

(3)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  ac¬ 
counted  for  as  disposed  of  for  livestock 
feed; 

(4)  In  inventory  of  fluid  milk  products 
on  hand  at  the  end  of  the  month; 

(5)  The  weight  of  the  skim  milk  in 
fortified  fluid  milk  products  not  classi¬ 
fied  as  Class  I  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
(1)  of  this  section;  and 

(6)  In  actual  shrinkage  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat,  respectively,  not  to  exceed 
the  following: 

(i)  Two  percent  of  that  received  from 
dairy  farmers  excluding  that  which  is  di¬ 
verted  pursuant  to  §  1062.14;  plus 

(ii)  One  and  one-half  percent  of  that 
contained  in  milk  received  in  bulk  tank 
lots  excluding  that  contained  in  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  dairy  farmers;  less 

(iii)  One  and  one-half  percent  of  that 
contained  in  milk  disposed  of  in  bulk 
tank  lots  to  other  plants  excluding  milk 
diverted  pursuant  to  §  1062.14:  Provided, 
That  shrinkage  of  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  not  in  excess  of  the  percentages  spec¬ 
ified  herein  shall  be  assigned  pro  rata 
pursuant  to  this  subparagraph  to  skim 
milk  and  butterfat,  respectively,  in  ap¬ 
proved  milk  received  from  producers  and 
from  other  pool  plants  and  in  other 
source  milk. 

8.  Section  1062.43  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  1062.43  Transfers. 

Skim  milk  and  butterfat  transferred 
or  diverted  in  bulk  form  from  a  pool 
plant  or  by  a  cooperative  association  in 
its  capacity  as  a  handler  pursuant  to 
§  1062.12  (b)  and  (c)  shall  be  classified 
as  follows: 

(a)  As  Class  I  milk  if  transferred  or 
diverted  to  a  pool  plant  unless : 

(1)  Both  handlers  claim  Class  n  utili¬ 
zation  in  their  reports  submitted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  1062.30; 

(2)  Tile  transferee  plant  has  utiliza¬ 
tion  in  Class  n  of  an  equivalent  amount 
of  skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
after  the  subtractions  pursuant  to 
§  1062.45(a)  (1),  (2),  (3).  and  (4)  and 
the  corresponding  subtractions  pursuant 
to  §  1062.45(b) :  Provided,  That  if  the 
transferor  plant  received  other  source 
milk,  the  classification  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  transferred  results  in  the  high¬ 
est  valued  class  utilization  to  milk  of 
producers;  and 

(3)  The  transfer  is  by  a  cooperative 
association  in  which  case  the  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  so  transferred  shall  be 
allocated  pro  rata  to  each  class  in  the 
proportion  remaining  after  the  subtrac¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  §  1062.45(a)  (7)  and  the 
corresponding  step  of  §  1062.45(b). 

(b)  As  Class  I  milk  if  moved  to  the 
plant  of  a  producer-handler. 

(c)  As  Class  I  milk,  if  moved  to  a  non¬ 
pool  plant  that  is  not  a  producer-han¬ 
dler  plant,  located  not  more  than  350 
airline  miles  from  the  City  Hall  in  St. 
Louis,  Missouri,  unless  requirements  of 
subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  are  met,  in  which  case  the  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  so  transferred  or  di¬ 
verted  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  the  assignment  resulting  from  sub- 
paragraph  (3)  of  this  paragraph; 

( 1 )  The  transferring  or  diverting  han¬ 
dler  claims  classification  pursuant  to  the 
assignment  set  forth  in  subparagraph 
(3)  of  this  paragraph  in  his  report  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  market  administrator  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1062.30  for  the  month  within 
which  such  transaction  occurred; 

(2)  The  operator  of  the  transferee 
plant  maintains  books  and  records  show¬ 
ing  the  utilization  of  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  received  in  any  form  at  such 
plant,  which  are  made  available  if  re¬ 
quested  by  the  market  administrator  for 
the  purpose  of  verification; 

(3)  The  skim  milk  and  butterfat  so 
transferred  or  diverted  shall  be  classified 
on  the  basis  of  the  following  assignment 
of  utilization  at  such  nonpool  plant : 

(i)  From  the  total  skim  milk  and  but¬ 
terfat,  respectively,  disposed  of  from  such 
nonpool  plant  and  classified  as  Class  I 
milk  pursuant  to  the  classification  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  part  applied  to  such  non¬ 
pool  plant,  subtract  the  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  received  at  such  plant  directly 
from  dairy  farmers  who  are  approved  to 
supply  Grade  A  milk  and  who  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  determines  constitute 
the  regular  source  of  supply  for  such  non¬ 
pool  plant  (if  the  nonpool  plant  is  a 
pool  plant  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  an¬ 
other  Federal  order  also  subtract  Class 
I  transfers  to  that  plant  which  are  priced 
and  pooled  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
same  Federal  order) ; 

(ii)  From  the  remaining  amount  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
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classified  as  Class  I  milk  at  such  nonpool 
plant  subtract  anjr  Class  I  milk  received 
In  consumer-type  packages  from  a  plant 
fully  regulated  by  this  or  another  Fed¬ 
eral  order  issued  pursuant  to  the  Act; 

(iii)  Prorate  the  remaining  Class  I 
milk  to  bulk  receipts  at  the  nonpool  plant 
which  are  allocated  to  Class  I  pursuant  to 
this  and  other  Federal  milk  orders  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Act ; 

(iv)  The  quantity  of  such  Class  I  pro¬ 
rated  to  receipts  from  pool  plants  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  part  shall  be  further  prorated 
to  such  plants  in  accordance  with  the 
quantities  claimed  to  be  moved  to  such 
nonpool  plant  as  Class  n  milk ;  and  . 

(v)  If  any  skim  milk  or  butterfat  is 
disposed  of  from  the  first  receiving  non¬ 
pool  plant  in  the  form  of  bulk  milk,  skim 
milk,  or  cream  to  another  nonpool 
plant(s) ,  the  market  administrator  shall 
determine  in  the  same  manner  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  such  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
at  the  nonpool  plant  where  actually  used 
or  processed  when  necessary  to  support 
a  claim  of  Class  n  classification. 

(d)  As  Class  I  milk,  if  transferred  or 
diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  is  not  a 
producer-handler  plant,  located  more 
than  350  airline  miles  from  the  City  Hall 
in  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  except  that  cream 
so  transferred  may  be  classified  as  Class 
n  if  the  handler  claims  Class  n  use  and 
establishes  that  such  cream  was  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  nonpool  plant  without  Grade 
A  certification  and  that  the  contents 
were  for  manufacturing  use  and  that  the 
shipment  was  so  invoiced. 

9.  Section  1062.45  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1062.45  Allocation  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  classified. 

(a)  The  pounds  of  skim  milk  remain¬ 
ing  in  each  class  after  making  the  follow¬ 
ing  computations,  with  respect  to  each 
handler  shall  be  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  such  class  allocated  to  the  producer 
milk  received  by  each  handler. 

(1)  Subtract  from  the  total  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  Class  n  milk  the  shrink¬ 
age  of  skim  milk  in  approved  milk  from 
producers  and  other  pool  plants  classi¬ 
fied  as  Class  n  milk  pursuant  to  §  1062.41 

(b)  (6) ; 

(2)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  each  class,  in  series  beginning 
with  Class  n  milk,  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  other  source  milk  which  is  not 
classified  and  priced  as  Class  I  under  the 
terms  of  another  order  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Act  (with  that  which  is  subject  to 
another  order  but  not  classified  and 
priced  as  Class  I  subtracted  last) ; 

(3)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class,  in  series 
amount  equal  to  the  lesser  of  such  re¬ 
mainder  or  the  product  obtained  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  by  0.05  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
contained  in  receipts  of  producer  milk 
and  receipts  from  country  plants  quali¬ 
fied  pursuant  to  §  1062.10  which  were 
Producer  milk; 

(4)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class.  In  series 
beginning  with  Class  n  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  other  source  milk  which 
is  classified  and  priced  as  Class  I  under 
the  terms  of  another  order  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act; 


(5)  Add  to  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
remaining  in  Class  n  milk  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  substraoted  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (3)  of  this  paragraph; 

(6)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  each  class,  in  series 
beginning  with  Class  n  milk,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  contained  in  inventory  of 
fluid  milk  products  on  hand  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  month; 

(7)  Add  to  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
remaining  in  Class  n  milk  the  pounds  of 
skim  milk  subtracted  pursuant  to  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph;  and 

(8)  Subtract  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
in  fluid  milk  products  received  from 
other  pool  plants  and  from  cooperative 
associations  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  the  respective  classes  in  which 
such  skim  milk  is  classified  pursuant  to 
§  1062.43(a);  and 

(9)  If  the  pounds  of  skim  milk  re¬ 
maining  in  all  classes  exceed  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers,  subtract  such  excess  from  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  remaining,  in  series 
beginning  with  Class  II  milk.  Any 
amount  so  subtracted  shall  be  known  as 
“overage”. 

(b)  Determine  the  pounds  of  butter¬ 
fat  in  each  class  to  be  allocated  to  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  for  deter¬ 
mining  the  allocation  of  skim  milk  to 
producer  milk. 

10.  Section  1062.50  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.50  Basic  formula  price. 

The  basic  formula  price  shall  be  the 
average  price  per  hundredweight  for 
manufacturing  grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants 
in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  as  reported 
by  the  Department  for  the  month.  Such 
price  shall  be  adjusted  to  3.5  percent  but¬ 
terfat  basis  by  a  butterfat  differential 
rounded  to  the  nearest  one-tenth  cent 
computed  at  0.12  times  the  Chicago  butter 
price  for  the  month.  The  basic  formula 
price  shall  be  rounded  to  the  nearest  full 
cent. 

11.  Section  1062.51  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.51  Class  prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §5  1062.52 
and  1062.53,  the  class  prices  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
price  shall  be  the  basic  formula  price  for 
the  preceding  month  plus  $1.60  during 
the  months  of  August,  September,  Oc¬ 
tober  and  November;  plus  $1.40  during 
the  months  of  December,  January,  Feb¬ 
ruary  and  July;  and  plus  $1.20  during  all 
other  months.  Such  price  shall  be  in¬ 
creased  or  decreased,  respectively,  two 
cents  each  month  for  each  full  percent¬ 
age  that  the  adjusted  supply-demand 
ratio  computed  pursuant  to  Part  1030 
(Chicago)  of  this  chapter  is  greater  or 
less  than  72  percent,  but  shall  not  be  in¬ 
creased  or  dece rased  more  than  24  cents 
because  of  such  adjusted  supply-demand 
ratio;  and  plus  or  minus  the  amounts 
provided  in  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2) 
of  this  paragraph: 

(1)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 


(b)  Class  II  milk  price.  The  Class  n 
price  shall  be  the  basic  formula  price  for 

thp  month. 

12.  Section  1062.52  Is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062JJ2  Location  adjustments  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  For  producer  milk  which  is  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  pool  plant  located  outside  the 
base  zone  and  more  than  30  airline  miles 
from  the  City  Hall  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri, 
which  is  classified  as  Class  I  milk,  the 
price  specified  in  §  1062.51(a)  shall,  ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(c)  of  this  section,  be  reduced  by  16 
cents,  plus  one  cent  for  each  10  miles 
or  fraction  thereof  that  such  distance  ex¬ 
ceeds  40  miles. 

(b)  The  adjustment  at  a  pool  plant  lo¬ 
cated  within  the  marketing  area  of  the 
suburban  St.  Louis  Federal  Order  No. 
32  shall  be  limited  to  the  amount  that 
the  suburban  St.  Louis  Class  I  price,  ap¬ 
plicable  at  the  location  of  the  pool  plant, 
is  less  than  the  St.  Louis  order  Class  I 
price  for  the  0-30-mile  zone. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  calculating  such 
adjustment,  transfers  between  pool 
plants  shall  be  assigned  Class  I  disposi¬ 
tion  at  the  tranferee  plant  in  excess  of 
the  sum  of  95  percent  of  the  receipts  at 
such  plant  from  producers  and  coopera¬ 
tive  associations  pursuant  to  §  1062.12 
(c) ,  such  assignment  to  be  made  first  to 
transferor  plants  at  which  no  location 
adjustment  credit  is  applicable  and  then 
in  sequence  beginning  with  the  plant  at 
which  the  least  location  adjustment 
would  apply. 

§  1062.55  [Revocation] 

13.  Section  1062.55  is  revoked. 

14.  Section  1062.60  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.60  Producer-handlers. 

Sections  1062.40  through  1062.46, 
1062.50  through  1062.54,  1062.70  through 
1062.72,  and  1062.80  through  1062.89 
shall  not  apply  to  a  producer-handler. 

§  1062.61  [Amendment] 

15.  In  §  1062.61  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1062.61  Plants  subject  to  other  Fed¬ 
eral  orders. 

***** 

(b)  Any  country  plant  which  would  be 
subject  to  the  classification  and  pricing 
provisions  of  another  order  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  unless  such  plant  quali¬ 
fies  as  a  pool  plant  pursuant  to  §  1062.10 
and  ships  more  milk  to  city  plants  regu¬ 
lated  under  this  order  than  to  city  plants 
regulated  pursuant  to  such  other  order. 

§  1062.62  [Revocation] 

16.  Section  1062.62  is  revoked. 

17.  Section  1062.70  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.70  Computation  of  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  each  handler. 

For  each  month,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  compute  the  value  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  for  each  handler  as  follows: 

(a)  Multiply  the  quantity  of  producer 
milk  in  each  class  computed  pursuant  to 
S  1062.46  by  the  applicable  class  price, 
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total  the  resulting  amounts,  and  add  any  been  received  at  the  pool  plant  from  §  1067.41 
amount  necessary  to  reflect  adjustments  which  diverted.  Subject 

^p'SLSfetT?m2.irftnCe  2-  «l«*“  «•""  ** -vised  to  read  aa  55 1067.43 

(b)  Add  the  amounts  computed  by 
multiplying  the  pounds  of  overage  de¬ 
ducted  from  each  class,  pursuant  to 
S  1062.45  (a)(9)  and  (b),  by  the  appli¬ 
cable  class  price;  and 

(c)  Add  the  amount  computed  by 
multiplying  the  difference  between  the 
applicable  Class  n  price  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  month  and  the  applicable  Class  I 
price  for  the  month  by  the  pounds  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  remaining  in 
Class  n  milk  after  the  calculations  pur¬ 
suant  to  S  1062.45(a)  (6)  and  the  corre¬ 
sponding  step  of  §  1062.45(b)  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  month,  or  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  subtracted  from 
Class  I  milk  pursuant  to  §  1062.45(a)  (6) 
and  the  corresponding  step  of  9  1062.45 
(b)  for  the  month,  whichever  is  less. 

18.  Section  1062.82  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.82  Location  differential  to  pro¬ 
ducers. 

The  uniform  price  for  producer  milk 
received  at  a  pool  plant  shall  be  reduced 
according  to  the  location  of  the  pool 
plant  at  the  rates  set  forth  in  §  1062.52. 

19.  Section  1062.87  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1062.87  Expense  of  administration. 

As  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  expense 
of  the  administration  of  this  part,  each 
handler  shall  pay  to  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  on  or  before  the  15th  day  after 

the  end  of  each  month  for  such  month  plant  requests  nonpool  designation  by  sua 
two  and  one-half  cents,  or  such  lesser  means  of  a  prior  written  application  to  §  1( 
amount  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  the  market  administrator.  tioi 

for.  hundredweight  °!  ptomOk  3  section  1067.14  is  revised  to  read  as 
and  butterfat  contained  in  (a)  producer  fr.llnw<,.  Ieri 

milk,  and  (b)  Grade  A  other  source  oth 

milk  (except  other  source  milk  which  §1067.14  Other  source  milk.  mil 

was  subject  to  another  order  issued  pur-  “Other  source  milk”  means  all  skim  °J 
suant  to  the  Act)  which  is  allocated  to  milk  and  butterfat  contained  in:  ™  1 

Class  L  (a>  Receipts  during  the  month  of  fluid  of(( 

Amendments  to  Part  1067  Regulating  milk  products  except: 
the  Handling  of  RAtt.it  nr  the  Ozarks  (D  Fluid  milk  products  received  from  §  1 
Marketing  Area  P001  plants;  6 

(2)  Producer  milk;  and 

1.  Section  1067.7  is  revised  to  read  as  (3)  inventory  of  fluid  milk  products  on  «<• 
follows:  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  month; 

§  1067.7  Producer.  (b>  Products,  other  than  fluid  milk  f  , 

_  „  products,  from  any  source  (including 

“Producer”  means  any  person,  other  g**  produced  at  the  plant)  which  are  §  1 
than  a  producer-handler,  who  produces  reprocessed  or  converted  to  another  r 
milk  under  a  dairy  farm  permit  issued  product  in  the  plant  during  the  month;  ov. 
by  a  health  authority  duly  authorized  to  an(j  av< 

administer  regulations  governing  the  (C>  Any  disappearance  of  nonfluid  m8 
quality  of  milk  disposed  of  in  the  market-  products  not  otherwise  accounted  py 

ing  area  or  acceptable  to  agencies  of  the  for  "y 

United  States  Government  for  fluid  con- 

sumption  in  its  institutions  or  bases  in  A  new  5  1067.17  is  added  to  read  as  sru 
the  marketing  area  which  is  (a)  de-  follows:  lat 

livered  from  the  farm  to  a  pool  plant,  or  §  1067.17  Fluid  milk  product. 

toano^^pK^^sicSS  “Fluid  milk  producf’  means  milk,  ag 

catlon^and  alSi  S drtSto  (pUto^flttVOTed^orSd  on 

-  orsamV,  reconstituted  nUl*  or  or, 

lng  any  of  the  months  of  February  <?Teet  ”  “ 

through  August,  or  to  the  extent  of  not  ^sot ' ^erated'cream  jce^creanTmix  SI 
mon>  than  io  davs’  nmducfcinn  durinor  ^ except  aerated  cream,  ice  cream  mix  Da 


follows:  utilization  shall  be  as  follows: 

a  ia/'w  1 1  |  .  (a)  Class  I  milk  shall  be  all  skim  milk 

11067.11  Pool  pl.nl.  and  butterfat: 

"Pool  plant”  means:  (1)  Disposed  of  in  the  form  of  fluid 

(a)  An  approved  plant  from  which  not  milk  products,  except  those  classifid 
less  than  50  percent  of  its  receipts  of  ap-  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  (2) ,  (3)  and 
proved  milk  during  the  month  is  disposed  (4)  of  this  section.  Fluid  tniik  products 
of  as  Class  I  milk  to  wholesale  or  retail  which  have  been  fortified  by  the  addi- 
outlets  (including  sales  through  plant  tion  of  nonfat  solids  shah  be  Class  I  in 
stores  or  vendors  but  not  including  sales  an  amount  equal  only  to  the  weight  of 
to  pool  plants  or  nonpool  plants)  and  an  equal  volume  of  an  unmodified  prod- 
from  which  not  less  than  10  percent  of  uct  of  the  same  nature  and  butterfat 
such  receipts  is  disposed  of  as  Class  I  content;  and 

mgk  in  the  marketing  area  to  wholesale  (2)  Not  specifically  accounted  for  as 

or  retail  outlets  (including  sales  through  Class  n. 

plant  stores  or  vendors  but  not  including  (b)  Class  n  milk  shall  be: 

sales  to  pool  plants  or  nonpool  plants) .  (1)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  used 

(b)  A  supply  plant  from  which  a  quan-  to  produce  any  product  other  than  a 
tity  of  milk  equal  to  at  least  25  percent  fluid  milk  product; 

of  its  supply  of  approved  milk  is  shipped  (2)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  au¬ 
to  a  plant  described  in  paragraph  (a)  of  thorized  by  the  market  administrator 
this  section  during  any  of  the  months  of  to  be  dumped; 

February  through  August  or  the  appli-  (3)  All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  ac- 
cable  percentage  during  any  other  counted  for  as  disposed  of  for  livestock 
month,  as  follows:  feed; 

Month:  Percentage  (4)  The  inventories  of  fluid  milk  prod- 

September _ _ _ _ _  35  ucts  on  hand  at  the  end  of  the  month; 

October - - -  40  (5)  The  weight  of  the  skim  milk  in 

November -  45  fortified  fluid  milk  products  not  clas- 

December - 40  sified  as  Class  I  pursuant  to  paragraph 

January - - -  -35  (a)  (1)  of  this  section; 

Provided,  That  if  a  supply  plant  qualifies  (6)  In  shrinkage  allocated  to  receipts 
as  a  pool  plant  during  each  of  the  months  of  producer  milk  but  not  in  excess  of  two 
of  September  through  January,  such  percent  of  receipts  of  skim  milk  and  but- 


Thursday ,  May  21,  1964 


fEDERAt  REGISTER  ' 


§1067.51  ClaM  prices. 

•  •  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Class  II  price.  The  Class  n  price 
shall  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
month. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
15,  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-6076;  Filed,  May  30,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 
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[Docket  Nos.  AO-22 5-A-12,  AO-247-A-6, 

AO-240- A-6 1 

MILK  IN  THE  SOUTHERN  MICHIGAN, 
UPSTATE  MICHIGAN  AND  MUS¬ 
KEGON,  MICHIGAN,  MARKETING 
AREAS 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments 
to  Tentative  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ments  and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Lansing,  Traverse  City 
and  Holland,  Michigan,  on  October  17- 
26,  1961,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  is¬ 
sued  on  September  15,  1961  (26  F.R. 
8844)  and  October  3, 1961  (26  FJl.  9514). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Under  Secretary  on  October 
31,  1962  (27  FJl.  10795;  FJl.  Doc.  62- 
11074)  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
his  recommended  decision  containing 
notice  of  opportunity  to  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  related  to: 

1.  Expansion  of  the  southern  Michigan 

marketing  area,  and  consolidation  of  the 
Muskegon,  Michigan,  and  upstate  Michi¬ 
gan  orders  with  the  southern  Michigan 
order.  -  - 

2.  Provisions  in  the  applicable  orders 
or  in  their  consolidation  with  respect  to: 

(a)  Exempt  status  for  producer-han¬ 
dlers; 

(b)  Pooling  provisions; 

(c)  “Call  percentage”  applicable  to 
pool  plant  supplies; 

(d)  Classification  and  accounting  for 
liquid  dietary  products  and  other  forti¬ 
fied  fluid  milk  products ; 

(e)  Computation  of  plant  shrinkage: 

(f)  Computation  and  application  of 
the  basic  formula.  Class  I  and  Class  n 
prices  and  the  supply-demand  adjustor; 

(g)  Direct  delivery  “incentive”  pay¬ 
ments  and  zone  location  adjustments; 

(h)  Butterf at  differentials; 

(i)  Base-excess  provisions; 

(j)  Advance  payments  to  producers; 
and 

(k)  Miscellaneous  and  conforming 
changes. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  No  further 
action  is  taken  herein  concerning  the  is¬ 


sues  numbered  1  and  2  (b),  (c),  (e),  (f), 
<g>,  <h),  (i),  and  (k)  of  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  <27  FJl.  10795;  F.R. 
Doc.  62-11074) .  This  was  requested  by 
a  cooperative  association  representing  a 
major  proportion  erf  producers  supplying 
milk  to  handlers  regulated  by  southern 
Michigan,  upstate  Michigan  and  Mus¬ 
kegon  orders  because  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  in  these  order  markets  have 
changed  significantly  since  1961  and  a 
decision  based  on  facts  and  data  preva¬ 
lent  at  that  time  on  the  foregoing  issues 
would  be  inadequate  under  present  mar¬ 
keting  conditions.  Therefore,  the  co¬ 
operative  requested  that  interested 
parties  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  file 
new  proposals  and  present  complete  and 
new  testimony  on  the  aforesaid  issues. 

In  view  thereof,  this  proceeding  is  hereby 
terminated  with  respect  to  such  issues. 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof: 

2(a).  Exempt  status  for  producer- 
handlers.  Own  farm  production  of  a 
producer-handler  should  continue  to  be 
exempt  from  the  pricing  and  pooling  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  and  his  purchases 
from  pool  plants  should  not  be  limited. 

Three  proposals  were  considered  at 
the  hearing.  Two  were  presented  by  co¬ 
operative  associations  and  one  by  a 
proprietary  handler  regulated  by  Order 
40.  Generally,  the  proposals  would 
change  the  standards  by  which  “own 
farm”  production  of  a  plant  operator 
may  qualify  for  exemption  from  regula¬ 
tion  by  the  order. 

The  associations’  proposals  establish 
fluid  milk  product  distribution  in  the 
marketing  area  and  milk  received  from 
other  pool  plants  as  the  standards  for 
determining  producer-handler  status. 
One  proposal  would  exempt  a  handler’s 
own  farm  production  from  regulation  by 
the  order  if  his  fluid  mlk  product  sales 
in  the  marketing  area  during  the  month 
do  not  exceed  an  average  of  1,200  units 
(quarts  of  milk  equivalent)  per  day  or 
if  his  average  daily  purchases  from  Other 
pool  plants  during  the  month  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  1,000  pounds  of  fluid  milk  products. 

Another  proposal  would  exempt  own 
herd  production  from  regulation  when 
a  handler  distributes  less  than  a  daily 
average  of  2,150  pounds  of  fluid  milk 
products  in  the  marketing  area  during 
the  month  or  when  purchases  from  pool 
plants  do  not  exceed  one  percent  of  his 
fluid  milk  product  sales  during  the 
month. 

Iii  addition,  the  associations’  proposals 
establish  more  detailed  guides  for  deter¬ 
mining  producer-handler  status.  These 
guides  encompass  residence  require¬ 
ments,  location  of  the  plant,  type  of 
ownership  and  operating  methods. 

Another  proposal  provides  that  pack¬ 
aged  fluid  milk  products  not  physically 
received  at  a  handler’s  plant,  but  de¬ 
livered  to  outlets,  such  as  vending  ma¬ 
chines  in  the  marketing  area,  for  his 
account  shall  be  considered  as  receipts 
by  such  handler  in  determining  his  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  status. 

A  proprietary  handler’s  proposal  pro- 
vides  a  sales  standard  of  2450  pounds  per 
day,  or  65,000  pounds  monthly.  Under 
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this  proposal,  fluid  milk  product  sales 
in  the  marketing  area  by  a  handler  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  the  standard 
would  entitle  his  own  herd  production  to 
exemption  from  regulation  by  the  order. 

Under  the  current  order,  a  handler 
(who  does  not  buy  milk  from  dairy 
farmers  or  nonpool  sources)  may  retain 
producer-handler  status  for  his  own 
herd  production  irrespective  of  the  vol¬ 
ume  of  such  milk  produced  and  sold,  and 
whether  such  handler  who  receives  no 
milk  from  other  dairy  farmers  (but  re¬ 
lies  on  varying  amounts  of  milk  pur¬ 
chased  from  pool  sources)  should  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  exempt  from  pricing  and 
pooling. 

Proponents  contend  that  when  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  are  permitted  to  pur¬ 
chase  unlimited  amounts  of  milk  from 
pool  sources,  it  is  a  relatively  simple 
matter  for  them  to  balance  their  milk 
processing  operations  out  of  the  pool. 

In  this  circumstance,  producers  supply¬ 
ing  milk  to  regulated  handlers  carry  the 
reserve  supply  needed  to  service  the  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers’  Class  I  sales,  which  do 
not  have  to  be  shared  with  other  pro¬ 
ducers  through  the  pool. 

A  1960  amendment  provided  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  definition  for  a  signifi¬ 
cantly  enlarged  marketing  area  desig¬ 
nated  as  southern  Michigan.  This  re¬ 
placed  an  order  applicable  primarily  to 
the  Detroit  area.  The  definition  provid¬ 
ed,  among  other  things,  that  producer- 
handlers  may  receive  milk  by  transfer 
from  a  pool  plant.  With  the  advent  of 
the  new  regulation,  some  handlers 
changed  their  operations  to  attain  the 
exempt  status  provided.  One  handler, 
who  had  been  receiving  milk  from  about 
27  producers  gradually  converted  to  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  status.  Another  received 
milk  from  about  20  producers  before  so  ' 
adjusting  his  operations. 

Some  producer-handler  operations  in 
the  market  are  not  significantly  different 
in  some  respects  from  the  operations  of 
pool  plant  handlers.  Generally,  how¬ 
ever,  the  size  of  producer-handler  op¬ 
erations  varies  and  the  geographical  area 
in  which  they  operate  is  limited.  The 
number  of  than  has  not  changed  sig¬ 
nificantly.  For  example,  in  the  vicinity 
of  Flint,  an  area  about  which  consider¬ 
able  testimony  was  introduced  concern¬ 
ing  producer-handler  operations,  there 
were  about  nine  of  them  operating  15 
years  ago  compared  with  seven  at  the 
time  of  the  hearing.  Neither  is  there  any 
indication  that  the  daily  average  produc¬ 
tion  of  producer-handlers  as  a  group 
has  increased  at  a  greater  rate  than  that 
of  other  producers. 

One  of  proponents’  principal  conten¬ 
tions  is  that  a  number  of  producers  were 
dropped  by  certain  handlers  after  the 
1960  amendment  referred  to  heretofore. 
The  handlers  then  attained  producer- 
handler  exemption.  The  handler  who 
subsequently  received  milk  from  those 
producers  became  a  source  of  supple¬ 
mental  milk  for  one  of  the  producer- 
handlers,  mainly  by  diversion.  A  clari¬ 
fication  provided  herein  will  correct  that 
condition  without  the  need  to  limit  pur¬ 
chases  of  milk  from  pool  plants.  The 
present  order  language  is  adequate  to 
convey  the  intent  of  limiting  a  producer- 
handler’s  purchases  to  supplies  trans- 
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ferred  (and  not  diverted)  from  a  pool  as  a  diversion  from  a  pool  plant,  as  to  the  extent  of  the  weight  of  an  unmodi, 
plant.  Consequently,  no  change  in  this  compared  with  the  milk  having  been  fled  fluid  milk  product  of  the  same  nature 
regard  is  needed  in  the  order  language  physically  transferred  from  such  pool  and  butterfat  content.  The  skim  milk 
at  this  time.  plant.  equivalent  of  the  nonfat  milk  solids  not 

The  reliance  of  producer-handlers  on  The  provisions  concerning  diverted  classified  as  Class  I  should  be  considered 
supplemental  milk  from  pool  plants  milk  are  an  accommodation  to  the  mar-  a  Class  n  disposition, 
ranges  from  between  about  2  to  50  per-  ket.  They  allow  milk  to  be  disposed  of  Under  the  existing  classification  pro- 
cent  of  their  total  receipts,  with  the  latter  from  farms  to  manufacturing  outlets  visions  of  Orders  40, 42  and  43.  the  prod- 
percentage  being  more  nearly  representa-  without  first  transporting  such  milk  to  ucts  included  in  Class  I  are  those  fluid 
tive  of  the  group.  Thus,  the  proposals  pool  plants.  This  marketing  technique  milk  products  which  are  disposed  of 
to  limit  supplemental  purchases  from  infers  that  such  milk  is  utilized  in  Class  for  fluid  consumption  and  which  are 
pool  plants  would  result  in  the  pooling  of  n  products  at  nonpool  manufacturing  normally  required  to  be  made  from  ap- 
own-farm  production  of  most  producer-  plants.  proved  milk  supplies.  The  orders  pro¬ 

handlers  and  would  provide  an  incentive  Producer-handlers  enjoy  exempt  vide  for  full  skim  milk  equivalent  ac¬ 
tor  such  operators  to  increase  own-farm  status  because  they  balance  their  need  counting.  When  nonfat  milk  solids  in 
production  significantly  in  order  to  main-  for  Class  I  milk  from  their  own  seasonal  the  form  of  nonfat  dry  milk  or  condensed 
tain  exempt  status.  To  provide  such  en-  reserves  or  rely  on  supplemental  pur-  skim  milk  are  added  to  a  fluid  milk  prod- 
couragewent  for  increased  milk  produc-  chases  from  pool  plants.  To  obtain  that  uct  to  increase  the  nonfat  milk  solids 
tion  in  the  Southern  Michigan,  Muskegon  exemption,  such  operations  should  re-  .content  of  the  finished  product,  the  skim 
and  Upstate  Michigan  markets,  which  al-  ceive  no  other  source  milk,  or  receive  milk  equivalent  of  the  total  nonfat  milk 
ready  are  adequately  supplied,  might  in-  milk  from  other  dairy  farmers.  Milk  re-  solids  in  the  product  is  classified  as 
terfere  with  the  efficient  use  of  agricul-  ceived  for  Class  I  use  at  a  producer-  Class  L 

tural  resources.  v  handler’s  plant  directly  from  farms  by  Proprietary  handlers  propose  that 

There  is  no  contention  that  producer-  diversion  from  pool  plants  is  not  con-  liquid  dietary  products  be  classified  as 
handlers  are  not  paying  the  Class  I  price  sis  tent  with  the  accommodation  initially  Class  n  and  that  skim  milk  equivalent 
for  milk  purchased  from  pool  plants.  It  sought  by  providing  for  diverted  milk  in  accounting  for  nonfat  milk  solids  used 
was  contended,  however,  that  producer-  the  orders.  There  is  no  valid  distinction  in  fortification  be  discontinued.  They 
handlers’  costs  for  such  milk  are  lower  between  such  receipts  and  direct  receipts  contend  that  the  product  cost  resulting 
than  that  for  regulated  handlers  be-  from  dairy  farmers.  The  exempt  status  from  the  present  Class  I  classification  of 
cause  all  of  them  do  not  pay  the  premi-  held  by  producer-handlers  distinguishes  dietary  fluid  milk  products  places  them 
urns  over  Class  I  prices  that  many  other  their  operations  from  those  of  pool  at  a  competitive  disadvantage  with 
handlers  in  the  market  pay.  Insofar  as  plants.  The  accommodation  afforded  dietary  products,  in  dry  form  or  in  liquid 
order  prices  are  concerned,  such  costs  are  the  market  allowing  diversions  to  non-  form  in  hermetically  sealed  containers, 
uniform.  It  would  be  inappropriate  to  pool  plants  is  not  appropriate  in  the  which  are  made  from  non-Qrade  A  milk 
amend  the  order  as  proposed  in  order  to  case  of  producer-handlers.  Supple-  and  distributed  through  groceries,  drug 
eliminate  the  marketing  situation  com-  mental  supplies  that  producer-handlers  stores  and  similar  outlets.  A  lower 
plained  of.  may  obtain  from  pool  plants  must  be  by  classification  and  pricing  would  permit 

Another  proposal  considered  at  the  transfer,  and  not  by  diversion.  If  a  more  competitive  resale  pricing  and 
hearing  would  clarify  the  effect  on  the  producer-handler  receives  milk  directly  hence  would  tend  to  create  greater  sales 
status  of  the  producer-handler  of  pur-  from  dairy  farms,  this  must  be  considered  of  the  dietary  product.  They  contend 
chases  from  plants  regulated  under  this  as  a  receipt  of  producer  milk  and  the  also  that  Class  I  classification  and  pric- 
or  other  orders  of  packaged  fluid  milk  receiving  handler  would  not  then  have  ing  of  the  skim  milk  equivalent  of  nonfat 
products  which  are  caused  by  such  per-  the  status  of  a  producer-handler.  milk  solids  used  in  the  fortification  of 

son  to  be  delivered  to  wholesale  or  retail  Since  the  exemption  from  pooling  Class  I  products,  is  unrealistic  and  re¬ 
outlets  without  first  being  received  phys-  own-farm  production  may  provide  an  suits  in  an  undue  cost  to  handlers, 
lcally  at  the  producer-handler’s  plant.  incentive  for  individuals  to  attain  pro-  Producers  oppose  any  change  in  the 

If  such  products  were  delivered  to  ducer-handler  status,  it  is  necessary  to  present  accounting  procedure.  It  is 
vending  machines  in  the  marketing  area  preclude  certain  devices  which  may  be  their  position  that  full  skim  milk  equiv- 
by  an  unregulated  handler,  such  trans-  used  to  circumvent  the  intent  of  the  alent  accounting  is  essential  to  prevent 
action  would  be  no  different  than  a  route  order  provisions.  Producers  proposed  a  substantial  reduction  in  returns  to 
disposition  by  the  unregulated  handler,  that  the  order  be  made  more  explicit  to  producers. 

Consideration  is  being  given  under  an-  prevent  regulated  handlers’  processing  Because  of  the  perishability  of  the 
other  proceeding  to  provisions  that  will  operations  from  masquerading  as  pro-  finished  dietary  product,  handlers  use 
assure  competitive  parity  among  reg-  ducer-handler  operations.  The  order  only  milk  of  the  highest  quality  and 
ulated  and  unregulated  handlers.  Under  should  provide  that  the  care  and  man-  hence  they  require  and  rely  on  local  pro- 
these  circumstances,  such  transactions  agement  of  all  dairy  animals  and  other  ducers  to  furnish  their  full  fluid  milk  re- 
when  they  indirectly  involve  producer-  resources  necessary  to  produce  the  entire  quirements.  Therefore,  it  is  appropriate 
handlers  are  subordinate  to  the  larger  volume  of  fluid  milk  products  handled,  and  necessary  that  the  Class  I  classifica- 
issue  of  competitive  parity  among  not  including  purchases  from  other  pool  tion  be  retained. 

handlers.  plants,  and  the  operation  of  the  process-  Fortified  fluid  milk  products  result 

If  such  products  originated  at  plants  ing  and  packaging  business  are  the  per-  from  the  addition  of  concentrated  non- 
regulated  by  another  order,  the  trans-  sonal  enterprise  and  risk  of  the  pro-  fat  milk  solids  to  fluid  milk  products, 
actions  would  involve  the  classification  ducer-handler.  The  person  claiming  Reconstituted  products,  on  the  other 
Miri  allocation  of  packaged  fluid  milk  such  status  should  provide  proof  to  the  hand,  involve  the  process  of  “floating” 
products  moving  between  orders.  The  market  administrator  that  the  foregoing  concentrated  milk  solids  in  water  to  yield 
treatment  of  such  transactions  in  Fed-  qualifications  are  met.  a  weight  of  product  approximately  equal 

eral  orders  was  also  a  consideration  at  The  recommendations  proposed  herein  to  the  weight  of  the  fluid  milk  product 
the  proceeding  previously  mentioned,  do  not  hinder  an  operation  that  is  based  from  which  the  concentrated  product 
Therefore,  it  is  incidental  to  the  pro-  primarily  on  own-farm  production,  was  first  made  by  the  removal  of  water, 
ducer-handler  definition  considered  They  provide  standards  for  determining  Nonfat  dry  milk  and  condensed  skim 
herein.  In  the  absence  of  percentage  when  such  operations  are  distinguishable  milk  are  ordinarily  derived  from  unpriced 
or  volume  limits  on  the  purchases  that  from  those  of  pool  handlers.  From  this  milk  or  milk  priced  as  other  than  Class  I 
producer-handlers  may  make  from  pool  standpoint,  they  are  appropriate  and  will  under  a  Federal  order.  These  products 
sources,  the  proposal  concerning  pack-  contribute  to  orderly  marketing  and  im-  are  not  necessarily  processed  from  pro¬ 
aged  milk  delivered  to  vending  machines  prove  the  effectiveness  of  the  order.  ducer  milk  and  may  be  made  from  un¬ 
is  unnecessary  and  is  denied.  (d)  Classification  and  accounting  for  graded  milk.  An  economic  incentive  ex- 

A  question  was  raised  at  the  hearing  liquid  dietary  products  and  other  forti-  ists  for  handlers  to  substitute,  where  pos- 
concerning  the  producer-handler  status  fled  fluid  milk  products.  Fortified  fluid  sible,  reconstituted  fluid  milk  products 
of  a  plant  operator  with  own-farm  pro-  milk  products,  including  dietary  prod-  for  fluid  milk  products  processed  from 
ductlon  who  received  milk  at  his  plant  ucts,  should  be  classified  as  Class  I  only  current  receipts  of  producer  milk.  Since 
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such  substitution  would  displace  an 
equivalent  amount  of  producer  milk  in 
Class  I,  the  application  of  skim  equivalent 
accounting  in  tills  circumstance  is  eco¬ 
nomically  sound  and  is  necessary  to 
maintain  orderly  marketing. 

The  economic  incentive  does  not 
exist,  however,  with  respect  to  the  use 
of  nonfat  dry  milk  or  condensed  skim 
milk  to  fortify  a  fluid  milk  product.  If 
such  solids  are  to  be  derived  from  pro¬ 
ducer  milk,  the  skim  milk  must  first  be 
processed  into  usable  form;  in.,  nonfat 
dry  milk  or  condensed  skim  milk.  Such 
products  processed  from  producer  milk 
have  no  greater  value  for  fortification 
purposes  than  similar  products  pur¬ 
chased  on  the  open  market.  Such  prod¬ 
ucts  are  used  in  fortification  to  increase 
the  palatability  of,  and  hence  the  sala¬ 
bility  of,  the  finished  product. 

When  the  skim  milk  equivalent  pro¬ 
vision  is  applied  to  fortified  milk  prod¬ 
ucts,  it  inflates  significantly  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  and  disposition  of  Class  I  milk.  The 
inflation  in  the  case  of  dietary  food  prod¬ 
ucts  results  in  a  Class  I  classification  of 
about  two  and  one-half  times  the  actual 
volume. 

Until  recently,  fortified  milk  products 
represented  a  small  proportion  of  total 
fluid  milk  sales.  The  increased  empha¬ 
sis  on  low  fat  diets  and  the  high  nutri¬ 
tional  value  of  nonfat  milk  solids  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  their  weight  are  the  most  often 
cited  reasons  for  the  rapid  sales  increase 
for  added  nonfat  milk  solids  in  fluid  milk 
products. 

The  orders  should  give  proper  recog¬ 
nition  to  the  role  played  by  fortified 
fluid  milk  products  in  the  orderly  mar¬ 
keting  of  producer  milk  in  the  market. 
The  development  of  new  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  in  which  producer  milk  may  be 
utilized  has  had  no  evident  adverse  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  total  Class  I  market  even 
if  in  some  instances  they  may  represent 
for  consumers  a  substitute  for  other 
fluid  milk  products  with  established 
markets.  To  the  extent  that  such  new 
fluid  milk  products  add  to  the  total  de¬ 
mand  for  fluid  milk  products,  returns  to 
producers  are  improved  through  the 
resulting  higher  Class  I  utilization. 

Current  receipts  of  producer  milk  are 
not  utilized  entirely  for  Class  I  pur¬ 
poses  and  any  excess  must  be  manufac¬ 
tured  into  lower-valued,  storable  milk 
products.  The  development  of  new  fluid 
milk  products  in  which  such  excess  may 
be  effectively  utilized  assists  in  the  order¬ 
ly  disposition  of  producer  milk.  The  use 
of  nonfat  milk  solids  in  fortified  fluid 
milk  products  represents  an  outlet  of  in¬ 
creasing  importance  in  this  regard. 
Pricing  the  fluid  skim  equivalent  of  non¬ 
fat  milk  solids  at  the  Class  I  price  in¬ 
creases  dealers’  costs  for  the  resulting 
products.  The  higher  cost  inhibits 
dealers’  incentive  to  process  them  and 
to  promote  their  sale.  In  the  long  run, 
producer  returns  may  be  affected 
adversely. 

Por  reasons  previously  stated  it  is 
neither  necessary  nor  appropriate  that 
handlers  continue  to  be  required  to  ac¬ 
count  and  pay  for  this  inflated  volume  in 
Class  I.  Nevertheless,  it  is  practical  and 
administratively  necessary  to  maintain 
full  skim  milk  equivalent  accounting. 
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These  conclusions  can  be  reconciled  by 
providing  that  fortified  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  shall  be  classified  as  Class  I  only  to 
the  extent  of  the  weight  of  any  nonmilk 
additive,  such  as  flavoring  and  sugar. 
The  skim  milk  equivalent  of  the  nonfat 
milk  solids  not  classified  in  Class  I  should 
be  considered  as  Class  II  disposition. 

(j)  Advance  payments  to  producers. 
The  orders  should  provide  for  an  ad¬ 
vance  payment  for  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  first  half  of  each 
month.  The  rate  of  payment  should  be 
at  the  Class  n  milk  price  for  the  previous 
month. 

Orders  40, 42,  and  43,  presently  provide 
that  producers  be  paid  by  the  15th  day  of 
each  month  for  milk  delivered  during 
the  previous  month.  This  permits  han¬ 
dlers  the  use  of  producer  money  for  milk 
for  a  period  of  up  to  a  month  and  a  half 
at  some  risk  to  producers. 

All  segments  of  the  markets  require 
substantial  operating  capital.  Producers 
must  make  substantial  cash  investments 
and  have  the  ready  cash  to  meet  their 
obligations.  Regular  partial  payment 
for  milk  delivered  during  the  first  part 
of  the  month  will  reduce  the  need  for 
producers  to  increase  operating  capital 
in  order  to  adjust  effectively  to  prevail¬ 
ing,  operating  conditions  in  the  markets. 

Use  of  the  Class  n  milk  price  for  the 
previous  month  in  computing  advance 
payments  will  result  in  a  minimum  of 
overpayments.  Administrative  work  will 
be  minimized  by  making  no  provision  to 
adjust  the  advance  payment  for  butter- 
fat  test,  hauling  charges  or  other  de¬ 
ductions. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions,  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  TO  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  suggested  findings  and 
conclusions  filed  by  interested  parties 
are  inconsistent  with  the  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  herein,  the  re¬ 
quests  to  make  such  findings  or  to  reach 
such  conclusions  are  denied  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  orders  and  of  the  previ¬ 
ously  issued  amendments  thereto;  and 
all  of  said  previous  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  are  hereby  ratified  and  af¬ 
firmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  marketing  areas,  and  the 


minimum  prices  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreements  and  the  or¬ 
ders  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended, 
are  such  prices  as  will  reflect  the  afore¬ 
said  factors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  pure  and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  exceptions.  In  arriving  at 
the  findings  and  conclusions,  and  the 
regulatory  provisions  of  this  decision, 
each  of  the  exceptions  received  was  care¬ 
fully  and  fully  considered  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  record  evidence  pertaining 
thereto.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof  are  six  documents  entitled,  re¬ 
spectively,  “Marketing  Agreement  Regu¬ 
lating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the 
Southern  Michigan  Marketing  Area”  and 
“Order  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Southern 
Michigan  Marketing  Area”;  “Marketing 
Agreement  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Upstate  Michigan  Market¬ 
ing  Area”  and  “Order  Amending  the 
Order  Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk 
in  the  Upstate  Michigan  Marketing 
Area”;  “Marketing  Agreement  Regulat¬ 
ing  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Muske¬ 
gon,  Michigan  Marketing  Area”  and 
“Order  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Muskegon, 
Michigan  Marketing  Area”;  which  have 
been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  of  effectuating  the 
foregoing  conclusions. 

.  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreements,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  previsions  of 
said  marketing  agreements  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  orders  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  orders  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision. 

Determination  of  representative  pe¬ 
riod.  The  month  of  March  1964  Is 
hereby  determined  to  be  the  representa¬ 
tive  period  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain¬ 
ing  whether  the  issuance  of  the  attached 
orders  amending  the  orders  regulating 
tiie  handling  of  milk  in  the  southern 
Michigan,  upstate  Michigan  and  Muske¬ 
gon,  Michigan,  marketing  areas,  are  ap¬ 
proved  or  favored  by  producers,  as  de¬ 
fined  under  the  terms  of  the  orders  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  and 
who,  during  such  representative  period, 
were  engaged  in  the  production  of  milk 
for  sale  within  the  aforesaid  marketing 
areas. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
May  18, 1964. 

George  L.  Mehren, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
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Order 1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Southern 
Michigan  Marketing  Area 

§  1040.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter* 
ruinations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon  cer¬ 
tain  proposed  amendments  to  the  tenta¬ 
tive  marketing  agreement  and  to  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Southern  Michigan  marketing  area. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced 
at  such  hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it 
is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  Insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Southern  Michigan  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  aforesaid  order  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  1040.8  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1040.8  Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler”  means  a  person 
who  operates  a  dairy  farm  and  a  milk 
plant  from  which  fluid  milk  products  are 
distributed  in  the  marketing  area  and 
who  received  no  fluid  milk  products  ex- 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


cept  from  his  own  production  or  by 
transfer  from  a  pool  plant:  Provided, 
That  such  person  provides  proof  that  the 
care  and  management  of  all  dairy  ani¬ 
mals  and  other  resources  necessary  to 
produce  the  entire  volume  of  fluid  milk 
products  handled  (excluding  receipts  by 
transfer  from  a  pool  plant)  and  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  processing  business  is 
the  personal  enterprise  and  risk  of  such 
person. 

2.  Section  1040.41  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1040.41  Classes  of  utilization. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  *  *  • 

(1)  Disposed  of  in  the  form  of  a  fluid 
milk  product,  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (2),  (3)  and  (8)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion;  and 

(2)  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(8)  In  skim  milk  represented  by  the 
nonfat  milk  solids  added  to  a  fluid  milk 
product  which  is  in  excess  of  the  weight 
of  an  equivalent  volume  of  the  fluid  milk 
product. 

3.  Section  1040.80  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1040.80  Time  and  method  of  pay¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  by  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  on  or  before  the  15th 
day  of  each  month,  each  handler  (except 
a  cooperative  association)  shall  pay  each 
producer  for  milk  received  from  him 
during  the  preceding  month,  not  less 
than  an  amount  of  money  computed  by 
multiplying  the  total  pounds  of  such 
milk  by  the  applicable  uniform  prices 
computed  pursuant  to  §S  1040.62, 1040.63, 
1040.64  or  1040.65  adjusted  by  the  loca¬ 
tion  and  butterfat  differentials  pursuant 
to  §§  1040.67  and  1040.68,  less  the  pay¬ 
ment  made  pursuant  to  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section  and  any  proper  deductions 
authorized  by  the  producer:  Provided, 
That  if  by  such  date  such  handler  has 
not  received  full  payment  for  such 
month  pursuant  to  §  1040.83  he  may  re¬ 
duce  such  payments  uniformly  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  for  all  producers,  by  an 
amount  not  in  excess  of  the  per  hundred¬ 
weight  reduction  in  payment  from  the 
market  administrator;  however,  the  han¬ 
dler  shall  make  such  balance  of  payment 
to  those  producers  to  whom  it  is  due  on 
or  before  the  date  for  making  payments 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  next  follow¬ 
ing  that  on  which  such  balance  of  pay¬ 
ment  is  received  from  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator; 

(b) (1)  Upon  receipt  of  a  written  re¬ 
quest  from  a  cooperative  association 
which  the  Secretary  determines  is  au¬ 
thorized  by  its  members  to  collect  pay¬ 
ment  for  their  milk  and  receipt  of  a 
written  promise  to  reimburse  the  handler 
the  amount  of  any  actual  loss  incurred 
by  him  because  of  any  improper  claim 
on  the  part  of  the  association,  each  han¬ 
dler  shall  pay  to  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  on  or  before  the  second  day 
prior  to  the  end  of  the  month  an  amount 
equal  to  the  payments  authorized  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section, 
and  on  or  before  the  13th  day  of  each 
month,  in  lieu  of  payments  pursuant  to 


paragraph  (a)-  of  this  section  an  amount 
equal  to  the  gross  sum  due  for  all  milk 
received  from  certified  members,  less 
amounts  owing  by  each  member-pro¬ 
ducer  to  the  handler  for  supplies  pur¬ 
chased  from  him  on  prior  written  order 
or  as  evidenced  by  a  delivery  ticket 
signed  by  the  producer  and  each  han¬ 
dler  shall  submit  to  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  written  information  on  or  be¬ 
fore  the  6th  working  day  of  each  month 
which  shows  for  each  such  member-pro¬ 
ducer  (i)  the  total  pounds  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  him  during  the  preceding 
month,  (ii)  the  total  pounds  of  butterfat 
contained  in  such  milk,  (iii)  the  number 
of  days  on  which  milk  was  received,  and 
(iv)  the  amounts  withheld  by  the  han¬ 
dler  in  payment  for  supplies  sold.  The 
foregoing  payment  and  submission  of 
information  shall  be  made  with  respect 
to  milk  of  each  producer  whom  the  co¬ 
operative  association  certifies  is  a  mem¬ 
ber,  which  is  received  on  and  after  the 
first  day  of  the  month  next  following  re¬ 
ceipt  of  such  certification  through  the 
last  day  of  the  month  next  preceding 
receipt  of  notice  from  the  cooperative 
association  of  a  termination  of  member¬ 
ship  or  until  the  original  request  is  re¬ 
scinded  in  writing  by  the  association; 

(c)  *  *  * 

(d)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month,  for  producer  milk  received  during 
the  first  15  days  of  the  month  at  not  less 
than  the  Class  n  milk  price  for  the 
preceding  month. 

Order 1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 

the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Muskegon, 

Michigan  Marketing  Area 

§  1042.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Muskegon,  Michigan  market¬ 
ing  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof,  it  is  found  that : 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 

and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
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for  milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amended  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only  to 
persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which 
a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is 
therefore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  hereof  the  handling  of 
pniik  in  the  Muskegon,  Michigan  market¬ 
ing  area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and 
in  compliance  with  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  aforesaid  order  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  further  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  1042.9  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1042.9  Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler”  means  a  person 
who  operates  a  dairy  farm  and  a  milk 
plant  from  which  fluid  milk  products  are 
distributed  in  the  marketing  area,  and 
who  received  no  fluid  milk  products  ex¬ 
cept  from  his  own  production  or  by 
transfer  from  a  pool  plant:  Provided, 
That  such  person  provides  proof  that 
the  care  and  management  of  all  dairy 
animals  and  other  resources  necessary 
to  produce  the  entire  volume  of  fluid 
milk  products  handled  (excluding  re¬ 
ceipts  by  transfer  from  a  pool  plant) 
and  the  operation  of  the  processing  busi¬ 
ness  is  the  personal  enterprise  and  risk 
of  such  person. 

2.  Section  1042.41  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1042.41  Classes  of  utilization. 
***** 

(a)  *  *  • 

(1)  disposed  of  for  consumption  in 
fluid  form  (except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  this  section) 
as  milk,  skim  milk,  buttermilk,  flavored 
milk,  sweet  or  sour  cream,  and 

(2)  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(5)  in  skim  milk  represented  by  the 
nonfat  milk  solids  added  to  a  Class  I 
milk  product  which  is  in  excess  of  the 
weight  of  an  equivalent  volume  of  the 
Class  I  milk  product;  and 

3.  Section  1042.80  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1042.80  Time  and  method  of  pay¬ 
ment. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month  each  handler  shall  pay  to  each 
producer  for  producer  milk  received  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  15  days  of  the  month,  and  for 
which  payment  is  not  made  to  a  coop¬ 
erative  association  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  at  not  less  than 
the  Class  n  milk  price  for  the  preceding 
month ;  and 

(b)  Each  handler  who  received  milk 
from  producers  or  from  a  cooperative 
association  shall  pay  for  milk  received 
during  such  month  to  each  producer,  or 
to  a  cooperative  association  for  milk 
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received  from  producers  for  the  account 
of  such  association,  on  or  before  the 
second  day  prior  to  the  end  of  the  month 
the  payments  authorized  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  and  on  or 
before  the  15th  day  after  the  end  of  each 
month  the  uniform  price  adjusted  as 
provided  in  §  1042.70(b),  or  the  base 
price  for  base  milk  and  the  excess  price 
for  excess  milk,  adjusted  by  the  butter- 
fat  differential  pursuant  to  §  1042.81  and 
less  the  payments  made  pursuant  to  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  of  this  section:  Provided, 
That  if  by  such  date  such  handler  has 
not  received  full  payment  for  such  month 
pursuant  to  §  1042.84  he  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  in  violation  of  this  section 
if  he  reduces  uniformly  to  all  producers 
and  cooperative  associations  his  pay¬ 
ments  per  hundredweight  by  a  total 
amount  not  in  excess  of  the  reduction 
in  payments  due  from  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator;  however,  the  handler  shall 
make  such  balance  of  payments  uni¬ 
formly  to  those  producers  to  whom  it  is 
due  on  or  before  the  date  for  making 
payments  pursuant  to  this  section  next 
following  that  on  which  such  balance  of 
payment  is  received  from  the  market 
administrator. 

Order1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 

the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Upstate 

Michigan  Marketing  Area 

§  1043.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and/or  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree  - 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon  cer¬ 
tain  proposed  ijamendments  to  the  tenta¬ 
tive  marketing  agreement  and  to  the  or¬ 
der  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Upstate  Michigan  marketing  area. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced 
at  such  hearing  and  the  record  thereof,  it 
is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  S  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amended  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest; 

(3 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which 
a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Upstate  Michigan  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  aforesaid  order  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  1043.12  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1043.12  Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler”  means  a  person 
who  operates  a  dairy  farm  and  a  distrib¬ 
uting  plant  and  who  received  no  fluid 
milk  products  except  from  his  own  pro¬ 
duction  or  by  transfer  from  a  pool  plant: 
Provided,  That  such  person  provides 
proof  that  the  care  and  management  of 
all  dairy  animals  and  other  resources 
necessary  to  produce  the  entire  volume  of 
fluid  milk  products  handled  (excluding 
receipts  by  transfer  from  a  pool  plant) 
and  the  operation  of  the  processing  busi¬ 
ness  is  the  personal  enterprise  and  risk 
of  such  person. 

2.  Section  1043.41  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1043.41  Classes  of  utilization. 

***** 

(a)  *  *  * 

( 1 )  disposed  of  for  consumption  in  the 
form  of  fluid  milk  products  except  as 
provided  in  paragraphs  (b)  (5)  and  (c) 
(2)  of  this  section;  and 

(b)  *  *  • 

(5)  in  skim  milk  represented  by  the 
nonfat  milk  solids  added  to  a  fluid  milk 
product  which  is  in  excess  of  the  weight 
of  an  equivalent  volume  of  the  fluid  milk 
product;  and 

3.  Section  1043.45  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1043.45  Computation  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  each  class. 

For  each  month  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  correct  for  mathematical  and 
obvious  errors  the  monthly  report  sub¬ 
mitted  by  each  handler  and  compute  the 
total  pounds  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat, 
respectively,  in  Class  I,  and  Class  n  and 
Class  in  utilization  for  such  handler: 
Provided,  That  if  any  water  contained 
in  the  milk  from  which  a  product  is  made 
is  removed  before  the  product  is  utilized 
or  disposed  of  by  a  handler,  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  disposed  of  in  such  product 
shall  be  considered  to  be  a  quantity 
equivalent  to  the  nonfat  milk  solids  con¬ 
tained  in  such  product  plus  all  the  water 
originally  associated  with  such  solids. 

4.  Section  1043.70  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  1043.70  Time  and  method  of  pay* 
meat. 

(a) (1)  Except  as  provided  In  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  on  or  before 
the  15th  day  after  the  end  of  each  month 
each  handler  who  received  milk  from 
producers  shall  pay  for  milk  received 
during  such  month  to  each  producer  for 
milk  received  from  him  the  uniform  price 
as  provided  in  §  1043.61  adjusted  by  the 
butterfat  differential  pursuant  to 
S  1043.62  and  the  location  differential 
adjustment  pursuant  to  §  1043.63  and 
less  the  payments  made  pursuant  to  sub- 
paragraph  (3)  of  this  paragraph. 

(2)  *  •  • 

(3)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  on  or  before  the  last 
day  of  each  month  each  handler  who 
received  milk  from  producers  shall  pay 
for  milk  received  during  the  first  15  days 
of  such  month  at  not  less  than  the  Class 
II  milk  price  for  the  preceding  month. 

(b)  *  *  • 

(1)  Upon  receipt  of  a  written  request 
from  a  cooperative  association  which  the 
Secretary  determines  is  authorized  by  its 
members  to  collect  payment  for  their 
milk  and  receipt  of  a  written  promise  to 
reimburse  the  handler  the  amount  of 
any  actual  loss  incurred  by  him  because 
of  any  improper  claim  on  the  part  of  the 
association,  each  handler  shall  pay  to 
the  cooperative  association  on  or  before 
the  second  day  prior  to  the  end  of  the 
month  an  amount  equal  to  the  payments 
authorized  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (3) 
of  this  section,  and  on  or  before  the  15th 
day  of  each  month,  in  lieu  of  payments 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  this 
section  an  amount  equal  to  the  gross  sum 
due  for  all  milk  received  from  certified 
members,  less  amounts  owing  by  each 
member-producer  to  the  handler  for 
supplies  purchased  from  him  on  prior 
written  order  or  as  evidenced  by  a  de¬ 
livery  ticket  signed  by  the  producer  and 
submit  to  tiie  cooperative  association 
written  information  which  shows  for 
each  such  member-producer  (i)  the  total 
pounds  of  milk  received  from  him  during 
the  preceding  month,  (ii)  the  total 
pounds  of  butterfat  contained  in  such 
milk,  (iii)  the  number  of  days  on  which 
milk  was  received,  and  (iv)  the  amounts 
withheld  by  the  handler  in  payment  for 
supplies  sold.  The  foregoing  payment 
and  submission  of  information  shall  be 
made  with  respect  to  milk  of  each  pro¬ 
ducer  whom  the  cooperative  association 
certifies  is  a  member,  which  is  received 
on  and  after  the  first  day  of  the  calendar 
month  next  following  receipt  of  such 
certification  through  the  last  day  of  the 
month  next  preceding  receipt  of  notice 
from  the  cooperative  association  of  a 
termination  of  membership  or  until  the 
original  request  is  rescinded  in  writing 
by  the  association. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-5077;  Filed,  May  20.  1964; 

8:49  am.] 


17  CFR  Part  10741 

MILK  IN  THE  SOUTHWEST  KANSAS 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Suspension  of 
Certain  Provision  of  the  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 


Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  the  sus¬ 
pension  of  a  certain  provision  of  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Southwest  Kansas  marketing  area 
effective  June  1, 1964,  is  being  considered. 

The  provision  proposed  to  be  sus¬ 
pended  is  the  language  in  the  introduc¬ 
tory  text  of  S  1074.51(a)(3)  which  reads 
“For  a  minus  net  deviation  percentage 
the  Class  I  price  shall  be  increased  and". 

This  provision  relates  to  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  supply-demand  adjustment 
factor  which  is  used  in  determining  the 
Class  I  price.  The  suspension  of  the 
provision  would  eliminate  any  increase  in 
the  Class  I  price  which  otherwise  would 
result  from  any  plus  supply  demand  ad¬ 
justment  factor. 

This  action  has  been  requested  by  the 
Southwest  Milk  Producers  Association 
whose  members  produce  approximately 
97  percent  of  the  producer  milk  on  the 
Southwest  Kansas  market.  The  asso¬ 
ciation,  which  assumes  the  responsibility 
for  supplying  the  fluid  needs  of  the  mar¬ 
ket,  states  that  for  the  coming  summer 
months  its  activities  in  marketing  milk 
outside  the  marketing  area  will  result  in 
the  supply-demand  adjustor  establishing 
this  fall  a  price  higher  than  necessary  to 
insure  an  adequate  milk  supply  available 
for  the  Class  I  needs  of  the  Southwest 
Kansas  market  and  a  price  which  will 
tend  to  threaten  the  loss  of  their  regular 
outside  milk  sales. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  suspension 
should  file  the  same  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  112,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not 
later  than  3  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  All  documents  filed  should  be 
in  quadruplicate. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
18, 1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[Fg.  Doc.  64-5078;  FUed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[43  CFR  Part  32101 
ACQUIRED  LANDS  LEASING  ACT 
Lease  Requirements 

Basis  and  purpose.  Notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
by  section  10  of  the  Act  of  August  7, 
1947,  (61  Stat.  915;  30  U.S.C.  sec.  359), 
it  is  proposed  to  amend  43  CFR  Subpart 
3212  as  set  forth  below. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendments  is  to 
provide  that  oil  and  gas  lease  offers 
and  applications  for  mineral  permits 
and  leases  for  acquired  lands  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  copy  of  the  deed  of 
the  lands  to  the  United  States  and  by  a 
map  with  the  desired  lands  clearly 
marked  thereon.  Also,  to  provide  that 
acquired  lands  in  such  offers  and  appli¬ 


cations  not  within  the  area  of  the  public 
land  surveys  be  described  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  deed  of  conveyance 
to  the  United  States,  and  to  provide  that, 
in  certain  other  situations,  acquired 
lands  in  offers  and  applications  must  be 
described  by  metes  and  bounds  with  ap¬ 
propriate  ties  to  the  nearest  existing 
official  survey  comer. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process. 
Accordingly,  interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Washington,  D.C., 
20240,  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  §  3212.1  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  3212.1  Supplemental  information  re¬ 
quired  in  offers  and  applications  for 
leases  and  permits;  place  of  filing. 

(a)  Each  offer  or  application  for  a 
lease  or  permit  must  (1)  contain  a  state¬ 
ment  that  applicant’s  interest,  direct  or 
indirect,  in  leases,  permits,  or  applica¬ 
tions  for  similar  minerals  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  maximum  chargeable  acreage 
permitted  to  be  held  for  that  mineral  in 
federally-owned  acquired  lands  in  the 
same  State;  (2)  be  accompanied  by  a 
copy  of  the  deed  under  which  the  lands 
or  mineral  rights  were  acquired  by  the 
United  States  together  with  a  copy  of 
any  deed  by  which  the  United  States 
conveyed  any  interest  in  the  mineral 
rights,  if  that  be  the  case,  except  where 
the  desired  lands  have  been  surveyed 
under  the  rectangular  system  of  public 
land  surveys,  and  the  land  description 
can  be  conformed  to  that  system,  (3)  be 
accompanied  by  a  map  with  the  desired 
lands  clearly  marked  thereon,  and  show¬ 
ing  their  location  with  respect  to  the 
administrative  unit  or  project  of  which 
they  are  a  part,  except  where  the  desired 
lands  have  been  surveyed  under  the  rec¬ 
tangular  system  of  public  land  surveys, 
and  the  lands  for  which  the  lease  or  per¬ 
mit  is  desired  as  follows: 

(i)  If  the  land  has  been  surveyed 
under  the  rectangular  system  of  public 
land  surveys,  and  the  description  can  be 
conformed  to  that  system,  the  land  must 
be  described  by  legal  subdivision,  sec¬ 
tion,  township,  and  range.  Where  the 
description  cannot  be  conformed  to  the 
public  land  surveys,  and  boundaries 
which  do  not  so  conform  must  be  de¬ 
scribed  by  metes  and  bounds,  giving 
courses  and  distances  between  the  suc¬ 
cessive  angle  points  with  appropriate 
ties  to  the  nearest  existing  official  survey 
comer.  If  not  so  surveyed  and  if  within 
the  area  of  the  public  land  surveys,  the 
land  must  be  described  by  metes  and 
bounds,  giving  courses  and  distances  be¬ 
tween  the  successive  angle  points  on  the 
boundary  of  the  tract,  and  connected 
with  the  nearest  existing  official  comer 
of  those  surveys  by  courses  and  distances. 

(ii)  If  the  lands  have  not  been  sur¬ 
veyed  under  the  rectangular  system  of 
public  land  surveys  and  the  tract  is  not 
within  the  area  of  the  public  land 
surveys,  it  must  be  described  in  exactly 
the  same  manner  as  in  the  deed(s)  con- 
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veying  the  said  lands  to  the  United  paragraph  (f)  is  deleted,  and  new  para-  A  new  section  is  added  to  Part  7  to 
States.  In  addition,  if  the  description  of  graphs  (h)  and  (i)  are  added  thereto  to  read  as  follows: 


the  offer  and  the  deed(s)  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  courses  and  distances  between 
the  successive  angle  points  on  the  bound¬ 
ary  of  the  desired  tract,  the  description 
in  the  offer  must  be  expanded  to  include 
such  courses  and  distances. 

(iii)  If  an  acquisition  tract  number 
has  been  assigned  by  the  acquiring 
agency  to  the  identical  tract  desired,  a 
description  by  such  tract  number  will  be 
accepted.  Such  offer  or  application  must 
be  accompanied  by  the  documents  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  and  this  subparagraph  (3) . 

(iv)  Where  an  offer  or  application  in¬ 
cludes  any  accreted  lands  that  are  not 
described  in  the  deed  to  the  United 
States,  such  accreted  lands  must  be  de¬ 
scribed  by  metes  and  bounds,  giving 
courses  and  distances  between  the  suc¬ 
cessive  angle  points  on  the  boundary  of 
the  tract,  and  connected  by  courses  and 
distances  to  an  angle  point  on  the  perim¬ 
eter  of  the  acquired  tract  to  which  the 
accretions  appertain. 

(v)  The  offeror  or  applicant  must  give 
the  name  of  the  administrative  unit  or 
project  of  which  the  lands  applied  for 
are  a  part. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mat  14, 1964. 

(FH.  Doc.  64-5063;  Piled,  May  20,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 


National  Park  Service 
[  36  CFR  Part  7  ] 

GLACIER  NATIONAL  PARK, 
MONTANA 

Speed,  Camping,  Pets  and  Domestic 
Animals 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  3  of 
the  Act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535; 
16  U.S.C.  3),  245  DM-1  (27  P.R.  6395), 
National  Part  Service  Order  No.  14  (19 
F.R.  8824) ,  and  Regional  Director,  Mid¬ 
west  Region,  Order  No.  3  (21  F.R.  1494) , 
as  amended,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
§  7.3  of  Title  36,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  as  is  set  forth  below.  The  pur¬ 
poses  of  these  amendments  are  to  clarify 
truck  speed  regulations  and  delete  un¬ 
necessary  speed  limits;  delete  outmoded 
camping  limits;  provide  for  quiet  in 
campgrounds  at  night;  prohibit  house- 
trailers  in  the  Sprague  Creek  Camp¬ 
ground;  and  provide  necessary  restric¬ 
tions  for  control  of  domestic  pets  and 
pack  and  saddle  animals  on  trails. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Superintendent,  Gla¬ 
cier  National  Park,  West  Glacier,  Mon¬ 
tana,  within  thirty  days  of  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Paragraph  (d)  of  §  7.3  is  revised  in  its 
entirety,  paragraph  (e)  is  amended, 


read  as  follows: 

§  7.3  Glacier  National  Park. 

***** 

(d)  Speed.  The  maximum  speed  of  all 
trucks  and  buses  of  1%-ton  capacity  or 
over  and  all  vehicles  towing  other  ve¬ 
hicles,  including  but  not  limited  to  house 
trailers,  is  limited  to  35  miles  per  hour 
except  when  a  lesser  limit  is  posted  by  of¬ 
ficial  signs. 

(e)  Camping.  (1)  Quiet  shall  be 
maintained  in  the  park  between  the 
hours  of  10:00  pjn.  and  6:00  a.m.  Dur¬ 
ing  these  hours,  one  may  not  use  any 
noise  producing  device,  including  but  not 
limited  to  motors,  television  sets  and 
radios,  at  campgrounds,  or  use  any  such 
noise  producing  device  to  the  annoyance 
of  others  in  hotels  and  other  buildings. 

(2)  House  trailers,  including  any 
wheeled  vehicle  designed  to  be  towed, 
which  contain  sleeping  accommodations 
for  one  or  more  persons  are  prohibited 
in  Sprague  Creek  Campground. 

(f)  Mufflers.  [Deleted] 

***** 

(h)  Dogs,  cats,  and  domestic  pets. 
Dogs,  cats,  and  other  domestic  pets  are 
prohibited  on  all  trails. 

(i)  Pack  and  saddle  animals.  Pack 
and  saddle  animals  are  prohibited  on 
trails  when  posted  by  official  signs. 

Harthon  L.  Bill, 
Superintendent, 
Glacier  National  Park. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-5068;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:48  aon.] 


[  36  CFR  Part  7  ] 

BUCK  ISLAND  REEF  NATIONAL 
MONUMENT,  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Submerged  Features,  Marine  Opera¬ 
tions,  Wrecks,  Boats  and  Fishing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  3 
of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat. 
535;  16  U.S.C.  3),  245  DM-1  (27  F.R. 
6395),  National  Park  Service  Order  No. 
14  (19  F.R.  8824) ,  and  Regional  Director, 
Southeast  Region,  Order  No.  3  (21  FJR. 
1493),  as  amended,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  Part  7  of  Title  36,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  as  is  set  forth  below.  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  add  to 
Part  7  a  new  section  that  will  provide  for 
protection  of  submerged  features  and 
wrecks  and  will  regulate  boats,  fishing 
and  marine  operations  within  Buck  Is¬ 
land  Reef  National  Monument. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Superintendent, 
Virgin  Islands  National  Park,  Charlotte 
Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands, 
within  thirty  days  of  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


§  7.73  Buck  Island  Reef  National  Mon¬ 
ument. 

(a)  Submerged  features.  (1)  No  per¬ 
son  shall  cut,  carve,  injure,  mutilate,  re¬ 
move,  displace  or  break  off  any  under¬ 
water  growth  or  formation.  Nor  shall 
any  person  dig  in  the  bottom,  or  in  any 
other  way  injure  or  impair  the  natural 
beauty  of  the  underwater  scene.  No 
rope,  wire  or  other  contrivance  whether 
such  contrivance  is  temporary  or  per¬ 
manent  in  character  or  use  shall  be  at¬ 
tached  to  any  coral,  rock  or  other  under¬ 
water  formation. 

(2)  No  person  shall  destroy,  mark,  de¬ 
face,  displace,  remove  or  tamper  with  any 
underwater  sign,  notice,  float,  placard 
or  underwater  device. 

(b)  Marine  operations.  No  dredging, 
excavating  or  filling  operations  of  any 
kind  are  permitted,  and  no  equipment, 
structures,  byproducts  or  excavated 
materials  associated  with  such  operations 
may  be  deposited  in  or  on  the  waters  or 
ashore  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
Monument. 

(c)  Wrecks.  No  person  shall  destroy, 
molest,  remove,  deface,  displace  or 
tamper  with  wrecked  or  abandoned 
waterborne  craft  of  any  type  or  condi¬ 
tion,  or  any  cargo  pertaining  thereto, 
unless  permitted  in  writing  by  an  au¬ 
thorized  official  of  the  National  Park 
Service. 

(d)  Boats.  (1)  No  watercraft  shall 
be  operated  in  such  a  manner,  nor  shall 
anchors  or  any  other  mooring  device  be 
cast  or  dragged  or  placed,  so  as  to  strike 
or  otherwise  cause  damage  to  any  under¬ 
water  features. 

(2)  Anchoring  or  maneuvering  water¬ 
craft  within  the  waters  that  contain 
underwater  marked  swimming  trails  and 
interpretive  signs  is  prohibited. 

(3)  All  watercraft,  carrying  passengers 
for  hire,  shall  comply  with  applicable 
regulations  and  laws  of  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  and  Territory  of  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

(e)  Fishing.  (1)  Taking  of  fishes  or 
any  other  marine  life  in  any  way  except 
with  rod  or  line,  the  rod  or  line  being 
held  in  the  hand,  is  prohibited:  Provided, 
That  fish  may  be  taken  by  pots  or  traps 
of  conventional  Virgin  Islands  design  and 
not  larger  than  five  feet  at  the  greatest 
dimension,  and  bait  fish  may  be  taken 
by  nets  of  no  greater  overall  length  than 
20  feet  and  of  mesh  not  larger  than  1 
inch  stretched:  Provided  further.  That 
subparagraphs  (3),  (4),  and  (5)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  apply. 

(2)  The  use  or  possession  of  any  type 
of  spearfishing  equipment  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Monument  is  pro¬ 
hibited. 

(3)  The  species  of  crustaceans  known 
as  Florida  Spiny  Lobster  (Panulirus 
argus)  may  be  taken  by  hand  or  hand¬ 
held  hook  or  snare.  No  person  shall 
take  female  lobsters  with  eggs;  or  take 
more  than  two  lobsters  per  person  per 
day;  or  have  in  possession  more  than  two 
days’  limit:  Provided,  That  subpara¬ 
graph  (5)  of  this  paragraph  shall  apply. 

(4)  Species  of  mollusks  commonly 
known  as  whelks  and  conchs  may  be 
taken  by  hand.  No  person  shall  take 
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more  than  two  conchs  or  one  gallon  of 
whelks,  or  both,  per  day,  or  have  in  pos¬ 
session  more  than  two  days’  limit;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  subparagraph  (5)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  apply. 

(5)  All  known  means  of  taking  fish, 
crustaceans,  mollusks,  turtles,  or  other 
marine  life  are  prohibited  between  the 
outer  fringes  of  the  barrier  reef  and  the 
shore  line  of  Buck  Island  eastward  of  the 
recognizable  extremities  of  the  sand 
beach  on  the  north  and  south  sides  of  the 
island. 

Frank  R.  Givens, 
Superintendent, 

Buck  Island  Reef  Rational  Monument. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5067;  Filed,  May  20,  1864; 

8:48  am.] 


[  36  CFR  Part  7  ] 

VIRGIN  ISLANDS  NATIONAL  PARK, 
VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Submerged  Features,  Marine  Opera¬ 
tions,  Wrecks,  Boats  and  Fishing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  3  of 
the  Act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535; 
16.  U.S.C.  3),  245  DM-1  (27  FJEt.  6395), 
National  Park  Service  Order  No.  14  (19 
F.R.  8824),  and  Regional  Director, 
Southeast  Region,  Order  No.  3  (21  F.R. 
1493),  as  amended,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  Part  7  of  Title  36,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  as  is  set  forth  below. 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  add 
to  Part  7  a  new  section  that  will  provide 
protection  of  submerged  features  and 
wrecks  and  will  regulate  boats,  fishing 
and  marine  operations  within  Virgin 
Islands  National  Park. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to  af¬ 
ford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  partic¬ 
ipate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Superintendent,  Virgin 
Islands  National  Park,  Charlotte  Amalie, 
St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands,  within  thirty 
days  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

A  new  section  is  added  to  Part  7  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  7.74  Virgin  Islands  National  Park. 

(a)  Submerged  features.  (1)  No  per¬ 
son  shall  cut,  carve,  injure,  mutilate, 
remove,  displace  or  break  off  any  under¬ 
water  growth  or  formation.  Nor  shall 
any  person  dig  in  the  bottom,  or  in  any 
other  way  injure  or  impair  the  natural 
beauty  of  the  underwater  scene.  No 
rope,  wire  or  other  contrivance  whether 
such  contrivance  is  temporary  or  perma¬ 
nent  in  character  or  use  shall  be  attached 
to  any  coral,  rock  or  other  underwater 
formation. 

(2)  No  person  shall  destroy,  mark,  de¬ 
face,  displace,  remove  or  tamper  with  any 
underwater  sign,  notice,  float,  placard  or 
underwater  device. 

(b)  Marine  operations.  No  dredging, 
excavating  or  filling  operations  of  any 
kind  are  permitted,  and  no  equipment, 
structures,  byproducts  or  excavated  ma¬ 
terials  associated  with  such  operations 


may  be  deposited  in  or  on  the  waters  or 
ashore  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Park. 

(c)  Wrecks.  No  person  shall  destroy, 
molest,  remove,  deface,  displace  or  tam¬ 
per  with  wrecked  or  abandoned  water¬ 
borne  craft  of  any  type  or  condition,  or 
any  cargo  pertaining  thereto  unless  per¬ 
mitted  in  writing  by  an  authorized  official 
of  the  National  Park  Service. 

(d)  Boats.  (1)  No  watercraft  shall  be 
operated  in  such  a  manner,  nor  shall  an¬ 
chors  or  any  other  mooring  device  be  cast 
or  dragged  or  placed,  so  as  to  strike  or 
otherwise  cause  damage  to  any  under¬ 
water  features. 

(2)  Anchoring  or  maneuvering  water¬ 
craft  within  the  waters  that  contain  un¬ 
derwater  marked  swimming  trails  and 
interpretive  signs  is  prohibited. 

(3)  Vessels  desiring  to  enter  Trunk 
Bay  must  enter  and  depart  between  the 
two  outer  buoys  delineating  the  pre¬ 
scribed  anchorage  area,  and  shall  anchor 
within  described  area,  and  no  other, 
making  sure  the  vessel  will  lie  within  this 
area  regardless  of  wind  or  sea  conditions: 
Except,  that  hand-propelled  craft  may  be 
used  to  transport  passengers  and  equip¬ 
ment  between  the  anchorage  area  and 
the  beach. 

(4)  All  vessels  carrying  passengers  for 
hire  shall  comply  with  applicable  laws 
and  regulations  of  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard  and  Territory  of  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

(e)  Fishing.  (1)  Taking  of  fishes  or 
any  other  marine  life  in  any  way  except 
with  rod  or  line,  the  rod  or  line  being 
held  in  the  hand,  is  prohibited:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  fish  may  be  taken  by  pots  or 
traps  of  conventional  Virgin  Islands  de¬ 
sign  and  not  larger  than  five  feet  at  the 
greatest  dimension,  and  bait  fish  may  be 
taken  by  nets  of  no  greater  overall  length 
than  20  feet  and  of  mesh  not  larger  than 
1  inch  stretched:  Provided  further.  That 
subparagraphs  (3),  (4),  and  (5)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  apply. 

(2)  The  use  or  possession  of  any  type 
of  spearfishing  equipment  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  monument  is 
prohibited. 

(3)  The  species  of  crustaceans  known 
as  Florida  Spiny  Lobster  (Panulirus  ar¬ 
gils)  may  be  taken  by  hand  or  hand-held 
hook.  No  person  shall  take  female  lob¬ 
sters  with  eggs;  or  take  more  than  two 
lobsters  per  person  per  day;  or  have  in 
possession  more  than  two  days’  limit: 
Provided,  That  subparagraph  (5)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  apply. 

(4)  Species  of  mollusks  commonly 
known  as  whelks  and  conchs  may  be 
taken  by  hand.  No  person  shall  take 
more  than  two  conchs  or  one  gallon  of 
whelks,  or  both,  per  day,  or  have  in  pos¬ 
session  more  than  two  days’  limit:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  subparagraph  (5)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  apply. 

(5)  All  known  means  of  taking  fish, 
crustaceans,  mollusks,  turtles,  or  other 
marine  life  are  prohibited  in  Trunk  Bay 
and  in  other  waters  containing  under¬ 
water  signs  and  markers. 

Frank  R.  Givens, 
Superintendent, 
Virgin  Islands  National  Park. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-5068;  Filed,  May  20,  1864; 

8:48  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[AA  643.3-p] 

WELDED  STANDARD  STEEL  PIPE  FROM 
FRANCE 

Fair  Value  Determination 

Mat  14,  1964: 

A  complaint  was  received  that  welded 
standard  steel  pipe  from  France  was 
being  sold  in  the  United  States  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921. 

I  hereby  determine  that  this  case  be 
closed  on  the  basis  of  no  sales  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons.  The  investiga¬ 
tion  in  this  case  covered  the  period 
specified  in  a  complaint  received  by  the 
Treasury  Department.  The  results  of 
this  investigation,  considered  in  the  light 
of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  and  the 
regulations  thereunder,  do  not  afford  a 
basis  for  determining  sales  at  less  than 
fair  value.  The  complainant  has  also 
indicated  that  under  existing  circum¬ 
stances  it  desires  to  withdraw  its  com¬ 
plaint. 

This  determination  and  the  statement 
of  reasons  therefor  are  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160(c)). 

[seal]  James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-5092;  Filed.  May  20,  1964; 
8:51  am.] 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[TJX  56171] 

HUSKY  OIL  CO. 

Notice  of  Qualification  as  a  Citizen  of 
the  United  States 

Mat  14,  1964. 

This  is  to  give  notice  that  pursuant 
to  §  3.21,  Customs  Regulations,  issued 
under  the  provisions  of  section  27A  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1920,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  September  2, 
1958  (46  U.S.C.  883-1),  Husky  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  of  Post  Office  Box  380,  Cody,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Delaware,  did  on  April  27, 
1964,  file  with  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  in  duplicate,  an  oath  for  quali¬ 
fication  of  a  corporation  as  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  following  the  form  of 
oath  prescribed  in  customs  Form  1260. 
The  oath  shows  that: 

(a)  A  majority  of  the  officers  and  di¬ 
rectors  of  the  corporation  are  citizens  of 
the  United  States  (list  of  names,  home 
addresses,  and  citizenship  attached  to 
the  oath) ; 

(b)  Not  less  than  90  percent  of  the 
employees  of  the  corporation  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  the  United  States; 


Notices 


(c)  The  corporation  is  engaged  pri¬ 
marily  in  a  manufacturing  or  mineral 
industry  in  the  United  States,  or  in  a 
Territory,  District,  or  possession  thereof; 

(d)  The  aggregate  book  value  of  the 
vessels  owned  by  the  corporation  does 
not  exceed  10  percent  of  the  aggregate 
book  value  of  the  assets  of  the  corpora¬ 
tion;  and 

(e)  The  corporation  purchases  or  pro¬ 
duces  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
or  possessions  not  less  than  75  percent 
of  the  raw  materials  used  or  sold  in  its 
operations. 

The  Commissioner  of  Customs,  having 
found  this  oath  to  be  in  compliance  with 
the  law  and  regulations,  on  May  14, 1964, 
issued  to  Husky  Oil  Company  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  compliance  on  customs  Form 
1262  as  provided  in  §  3.21(i)  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations.  The  certificate  and  any  au¬ 
thorization  granted  thereunder  will  ex¬ 
pire  three  years  from  the  date  thereof 
unless  there  first  occurs  a  change  in  the 
corporate  status  requiring  a  report  un¬ 
der  §  3.21(h)  of  the  regulations. 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5091;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:50  am.] 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

AREA  SUPPLY  MANAGER, 

BELLE  MEAD,  NJ. 

Delegation  of  Authority 

The  following  is  the  text  of  Order  No. 
P-64-44  of  the  Director,  Procurement 
Division,  Bureau  of  Facilities,  dated  May 
12, 1964: 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
in  Postmaster  General  Order  No.  55582 
(19  F.R.  2376)  dated  March  2,  1954,  I 
do  hereby  redelegate  to  the  Area  Supply 
Manager,  Belle  Mead,  New  Jersey,  the 
authority  to  sign  in  his  own  name  as 
contracting  officer: 

(a)  Contracts,  correspondence  and 
official  documents  in  connection  with  the 
award  and  administration  of  the  con¬ 
tract  for  the  sale  of  scrap  metal  gen¬ 
erated  at  the  Edgewater  Mail  Bag  Fa¬ 
cility,  905  River  Road,  Edgewater,  New 
Jersey,  and  issued  under  Invitation  No. 
2,  dated  March  11,  1964,  by  the  Post¬ 
master,  Edgewater,  New  Jersey,  07020. 

(b)  Contracts,  correspondence  and  of¬ 
ficial  documents  in  connection  with  the 
award  and  administration  of  the  con¬ 
tract  for  the  sale  of  scrap  canvas  and 
other  materials  generated  at  the  Edge- 
water  Mail  Bag  Facility,  905  River  Road, 
Edgewater,  New  Jersey,  07020,  for  and 
during  Fiscal  Year  1965. 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended;  5  UJ3.C.  22,  39  U.S.C. 
309,  501) 

Lotjis  J.  Doyle, 
General  Counsel. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5082;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:49  ajn.} 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
IDAHO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

Mat  13, 1964. 

The  Geological  Survey  has  filed  an 
application,  Serial  Number  Idaho  015280 
for  the  withdrawal  for  powersite  classi¬ 
fication  purposes  of  the  lands  described 
below,  from  all  forms  of  appropriation 
under  the  public  land  laws,  subject  to  ex¬ 
isting  valid  rights,  excepting  locations  of 
mining  claims  as  provided  for  in  the  Act 
of  August  11, 1955  (69  Stat.  681) ,  mineral 
leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws, 
and  disposal  of  materials  under  the  Act 
of  July  31,  1947  (61  Stat.  681;  69  Stat. 
367;  30  U.S.C.  601-604),  as  amended. 

The  classification  is  to  protect  the  po¬ 
tential  value  of  reservoir  sites  which  may 
be  developed  along  the  Weiser  and  Little 
Weiser  Rivers  for  conservation  of  water 
and  for  development  of  hydroelectric 
power. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Post 
Office  Box  2237,  Boise,  Idaho,  83701. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  existing  and  potential  demand 
for  the  lands  and  their  resources.  He 
will  also  undertake  negotiations  with  the 
applicant  agency  with  the  view  of  ad¬ 
justing  the  application  to  reduce  the  area 
to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet  the 
applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the  max¬ 
imum  concurrent  utilization  of  the  lands 
for  purposes  other  than  the  applicant’s, 
to  eliminate  lands  needed  for  purposes 
more  essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and 
to  reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent 
management  of  the  lands  and  their  re¬ 
sources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  Geological  Survey. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Power  Site  Classification  No.  455 

BOISE  MERIDIAN,  IDAHO 

T.  13  N..R.1E., 

Sec.  1,  S&N%  and  N%S%; 

Sec.  2,  lots  1,  2,  3,  6.  7,  and  8,  S%NEV4, 
SEKNWtt.  NEftSWft,  and  N%SE%. 
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T.  14  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  20,  SWV48W%; 

Sec.27,W%NW%; 

Sec.  28,  SE%SWV4  and  NV&SE%; 

Sec.  33,SW%NE%  andNE%NW%; 

Sec.  35,  E%NE%NWV4,  E%W%NE%NW>4. 
SW%8WV4NE%NWVi.  N%SE}4NW%, 
SE%SEV4NW%,N%SW%,SE%SWV4  and 
SWV4SEV4. 

T.  13  N„  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  6,  lots  9  and  10. 

T.  15  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  5,  lota  3  and  4; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  and  2. 

T.  10  N..  R.  1  W. 

Sec.  21,NWV4NE%: 

Sec.  29.NEV4SE1/4; 

Sec.  31,  SW&NEV4  and  W^SE%; 

Sec.  32,SEV4SW%. 

T  15  N  R  2  W 

Sec.  2,  SEV4NE>4,  SW%SW%  and  N^SE%; 
Sec.  3,  N%  SEy4; 

Sec.9,SEl4SEV4- 
T  11  N  R  3  W 

Sec.  0,  SE^SWft  and  S^SEVi; 

Sec.  7,  lot  1,  N%NE%,  SW%NE%,  NE& 
NW%  and  NW%  SEV4; 

Sec.  8.  lot  1,  N%NE%  and  NE%NW%; 

Sec.  9,  SW%NE^4,  NWy4NW^  and  Sft 
NW%; 

Sec.  19.  lot  4  and  SEV4SW&; 

Sec.  30,  lots  1,  2,  and  3,  E y2 NW y4  and  NEV4 
SW%; 

Sec.3l,SV4NEV4. 

T.  11N..R.4W., 

Sec.  1,  SW14NWy4,  SWft  and  SW%SE%; 
Sec.  2,  lots  1  and  2,  Sy2NE*4  and  SEV4; 

Sec.  3.  lot  4,  SWV4NE%,  SE%NW%  and 
W%SE%; 

Sec.  11,  N&NE%,  SE^NEVi  and  SWft 
SEy4; 

cpo  io 

Sec!  13,  N%swy4,  SW^SWVi  and  W& 
8E%; 

Sec.  14,  SWy4NWy4,  NW&SWVi  and  SEV4; 
Sec.  15,  SE%NE%; 

Sec.  23,  N%NE&,  SEV4NEV4,  E^NWft  and 
SWV4SE%: 

Sec.  24.  NWV4NWV4,  NE^SWft,  NW%SEV4 
and  SE^SE^; 

Sec.  26,  SW%NE%,  SE^NW^  and  S&; 

Sec.  20.  SE^NEV4  and  E&SEft; 

T.  12  N.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  10,  N%NE%,  SWy4NE^  and  NE% 

swy4; 

Sec.  11,  Wy,NEV4  and  NWy4NW%; 

Sec.  15,  NE*4SW^4  andS%SW%; 

Sec.  22,  N<4,  SWV4,  NEy4SEV4  and  SV&SE»4; 
Sec.  23,  EyfeNWft,  NE%SW»4  and  SW& 

swy4; 

Sec.  26,NW%NW&; 

Sec.  27,  N%NE%  and  NW%; 

Sec.  28,  S^NEft  and  W%SE%; 

Sec.  33,NW%NE%; 

Sec.  35,  SE^NWft  and  NEft  SW%. 


The  areas  described  aggregate  7,270.51 
acres. 


Orval  G.  Hadley, 
Acting  Land  Office  Manager. 


[PR.  Doc.  04-5004;  Piled,  May  20,  1904; 

8:47  a.m.]  \ 


NEW  MEXICO 


Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

May  14,  1964. 

The  U.S.  Army,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
has  filed  an  application,  Serial  Number 
New  Mexico  0553665  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  lands  described  below,  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  including  the 
general  mining  and  the  mineral  leasing 
laws.  The  applicant  desires  the  land 
for  water  development  purposes  and  to 
control  access  to  Government  installa¬ 


tions  of  the  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  White  Sands  Mis¬ 
sile  Range,  New  Mexico. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Acting 
State  Director,  Post  Office  Box  1449,  San¬ 
ta  Fe,  New  Mexico,  87501. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  de¬ 
termine  the  existing  and  potential  de¬ 
mand  for  the  lands  and  their  resources. 
He  will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
adjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s,  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for 
purposes  more  essential  than  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s,  and  to  reach  agreement  on 
the  concurrent  management  of  the  lands 
and  their  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  U.S.  Army,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 


T.  20  S.,  R.,  3  E., 

Sec.  31. 

T.  21  S.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  0; 

Sec.  14,  WVfcWVfcW&WVfc; 

Sec.  23,  W%W%W%W%; 

Sec.  20,  W^wy2wy,w^; 
sec.  35,  w^wyjwy2wy2. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  1440 


acres. 


W.  J.  Anderson, 
Acting  State  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5005;  Filed,  May  20,  1904; 
8:47  am.] 


UTAH 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plats  of  Survey  and 
Order  Providing  for  Opening  of 
Public  Lands 

1.  Plats  of  survey  of  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  below  will  be  officially  filed  in  the 
Land  Office,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  effec¬ 
tive  at  10:00  ajn.,  on  June  22,  1964. 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 
Plats  of  survey  accepted  May  0, 1903 : 

T.  18  S.,  R.  14  E., 

Secs.  1,  2,  and  30. 

T.  19  S.,  R.  14  E., 

Secs.  2, 10,  and  30. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  2,  5,  6,  7, 8, 10, 32,  and  36. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  2, 10,  32,  and  30. 


T.  19  S.,R.  15  E., 

Sec.  2. 

T.  20  S.,  R.  15  E„ 

Sec.  10. 

Plats  of  survey  accepted  May  29, 1903 : 

T.  3  N.,  R.  18  W., 

Secs.  10, 32,  and  30. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  18  W., 

Secs.  2, 10, 32,  and  30. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  19  W., 

Secs.  10,  32,  and  30. 

Plats  of  survey  accepted  October  3,  1963: 

T.  1  N.,  R.  12  W., 

Secs.  2,  10, 32.  and  36. 

T.  1  N.,  R.  13  W., 

Secs.  2,  16, 32,  and  36. 

Plats  of  survey  accepted  October  4,  1963: 

T.  36  S.,  R.  14  W„ 

Sec.  2. 

Sec.  16,  Lots  1  to  8,  inclusive,  and  SV6NW14. 
Plats  of  survey  accepted  November  5, 1963 : 

T.  21  S.,  R.  21  E., 

Secs.  2, 16, 32,  and  30. 

T.  28  S.,  R.  1  W., 

Secs.  34  and  35. 

Plats  of  survey  accepted  November  7, 1963: 

T.  4  N.,  R.  13  W., 

Secs.  16,  and  32. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  13  W., 

Secs.  2, 16,  and  32. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  14  W., 

Secs.  16, 32,  and  36. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  14 ft  W., 

Sec.  36. 

T.  4  N..  R.  15  W., 

Secs.  9,  16, 32,  and  36. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  16  W„ 

Secs.  9, 16, 32,  and  36. 

Plats  of  survey  accepted  December  3,  1963: 

T.  12  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  25,  26,  35,  and  36. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  2,  and  36. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  2, 11, 31,  32,  and  36. 

T.  15  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  2,  and  16. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  2, 16,  and  36. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Secs.  1, 2, 

Sec.  11,  NEft, 

Sec.  12. 

T.  12  S.,  R.  17  E., 

Sec. 32. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  17  E., 

Secs.  16,  and  32. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  51,907.56 
acres. 

2.  Except  for  and  subject  to  valid  ex¬ 
isting  rights,  it  is  presumed  that  title 
to  the  lands  listed  above  passed  to  the 
State  of  Utah  upon  the  acceptance  of 
plats  of  survey,  except  for  the  following: 
Salt  Lake  Meridian 

T.  18  S.,  R.  14  E„ 

Sec.  1. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  15  E.. 

Secs.  5, 6, 7,  and  8. 

T.  12  S.,R.  16  E„ 

Secs.  25,  26,  35, 36. 

T.  14  S..  R.  16  E, 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1,  2,  SftNEft, 

Secs.  11,  and  31. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  1. 

Sec.  11,  NE  ft. 

Sec.  12. 

T.  12  S.,  R.  17  E., 

Sec.  32. 

T.  13  S..  R.  17  E., 

Sec.  16,  Sft. 

Sec.  32. 
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T.28S..R.  1  W.. 

Secs.  34,  and  35. 

T.  5  N..  R.  13  W„ 

Sec.  3.  Lots  1, 2. 7, 8,  S%NE%,  SB&. 
T.4N..B.15W., 

t.?n.9r.  16W, 

Sec.  9. 

3.  The  following  lands  are  withdrawn 
by  Executive  Order  5327,  April  15,  1930, 
foroilshale: 

T.  14  S.,  R.  16  EL, 

Sec.  31. 

4.  The  following  lands  are  withdrawn 
by  Executive  Order  8579  of  October  29, 
1940,  for  use  by  the  War  Department  as 
a  bombing  range: 

T.  5  N.,  R.  13  w.. 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1, 2, 7,  8,  Sy2NEy4 ,  SE ft. 

5.  Except  for  the  lands  shown  in  para¬ 
graphs  3  and  4,  the  lands  listed  in 
paragraph  2  of  this  order  are  open  to  ap¬ 
plication,  selection  and  petition  as  out¬ 
lined  in  paragraph  6  below.  No  applica¬ 
tion  for  these  lands  will  be  allowed  under 
the  Homestead,  Desert  Land,  Small 
Tract,  or  any  other  nonmineral  public 
land  law  unless  the  lands  have  already 
been  classified  as  valuable,  or  suitable  for 
such  type  of  application,  or  shall  be  so 
classified  upon  consideration  of  an  appli¬ 
cation.  Any  application  that  is  filed  will 
be  considered  on  its  merits.  The  lands 
will  not  be  subject  to  occupancy  or  dis¬ 
position  until  they  have  been  classified. 

6.  Subject  to  any  existing  valid  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, 
the  lands  referred  to  in  paragraph  5 
hereof  are  hereby  opened  to  filing  of 
applications  and  selections,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following : 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public  land  laws,  except 
applications  for  Small  Tracts,  may  be 
presented  to  the  Manager  mentioned 
below,  beginning  on  the  date  of  this 
order.  Such  applications  and  selections 
will  be  considered  as  filed  on  the  hour  and 
respective  dates  shown  for  the  various 
classes  enumerated  in  the  following 
paragraphs. 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  ad¬ 
judicated  on  the  facts  presented  in 
support  of  each  claim  or  right.  All  ap¬ 
plications  presented  by  persons  other 
than  those  referred  to  in  this  paragraph, 
will  be  subject  to  the  applications  and 
claims  mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  AH  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws  presented  prior  to  10  am.,  on  June 
22,  1964,  will  be  considered  as  simul¬ 
taneously  filed  at  that  hour.  Rights 
under  such  applications  and  selections 
and  offers  filed  after  that  hour  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

7.  Persons  claiming  preference  rights 
based  upon  valid  settlement,  statutory 
preference,  or  equitable  claims  must  en¬ 
close  properly  corroborated  statements 
in  support  of  their  applications,  setting 
forth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  governing 
applications  which  may  be  filed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  notice  can  be  found  in  Title 
43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 


8.  Available  data  indicates  that  the 
lands  opened  by  this  order  are  desert  in 
character,  having  no  inhabitants  or  per¬ 
manent  water.  Topography  varies  from 
high  mountains  broken  by  steep-sided 
canyons  to  rolling  and  level  alkaline 
desert  valleys.  The  soil  is  principally  a 
shallow  sandy  clay  supporting  a  short 
sparse  undergrowth.  The  lands  are,  for 
the  most  part,  isolated  and  inaccessible, 
with  no  apparent  agricultural  value. 

9.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Utah 
Land  Office,  Post  Office  Box  11505,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  84111. 

J.  E.  Keogh, 

Manager,  Utah  Land  Office. 

May  15, 1964. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-5066;  Piled,  May  20,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


ALASKA 

Order  Opening  Public  Lands 

May  15,  1964. 

1.  The  Departmental  Order  of  March 
28,  1940,  as  amended,  created  Air  Navi¬ 
gational  Site  Withdrawal  No.  138  cover¬ 
ing  certain  public  lands  at  Ninilchik, 
Alaska.  By  an  order  of  the  Anchorage 
Operations  Supervisor,  dated  December 
10,  1957,  the  following  described  lands 
were  revoked  from  ANS  No.  138  and 
were  subsequently  patented  to  the  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  section  16  of  the  Federal 
Airport  Act  of  May  13,  1946  (60  Stat. 
179;  49  U.S.C.  1115). 

UJS.  Survey  3407,  and  lot  3  of  Tract  B  of 
U.S.  Survey  3066  A  and  B. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  22.17  acres. 

2.  Title  to  the  above  described  lands 
was  reconveyed  to  the  United  States  by 
a  quit  claim  deed  issued  on  May  29,  1963 
by  the  State  of  Alaska.  Title  was  ac¬ 
cepted,  and  the  lands  were  returned  to 
the  status  of  public  domain  lands  of  the 
United  States,  by  a  decision  of  an  au¬ 
thorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  dated  March  16,  1964. 

3.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
by  Bureau  Order  684  of  August  28,  1961 
(26  F.R.  6215),  and  redelegated  to  me 
by  the  Alaska  State  Director  in  section  1, 
Delegation  of  Authority  (29  FJR.  3015), 
dated  February  27,  1964,  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  1  are,  subject  to 
existing  valid  rights  and  requirements 
of  applicable  law,  opened  to  settlement 
and  to  filing  of  such  applications,  selec¬ 
tions  and  locations  as  are  allowable  un¬ 
der  the  public  land  laws  in  accordance 
with  the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  non-mineral  public  land  laws  and 
applicable  regulations  may  be  presented 
to  the  Manager  of  the  land  office  named 


prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adjudi¬ 
cated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
thereof.  All  other  applications  will  be 
subject  to  the  application  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 


b.  All  valid  applications  and  selections 
under  the  non-mineral  public  land  laws, 
other  than  those  coming  under  para¬ 
graph  3a,  above,  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.m.  June  20,  1964,  will  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  applications  and  se¬ 
lections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  time  of  filing. 

c.  The  lands  have  been  opened  to  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws.  They  will  be  open  to  set¬ 
tlement  under  the  homestead  laws,  and 
to  location  under  the  United  States  Min¬ 
ing  laws,  beginning  at  10:00  a.m.  on  Au¬ 
gust  15, 1964. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Federal 
Building,  4th  and  G  Streets,  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  99501. 

James  W.  Scott, 
District  Manager. 

|PE.  Doc.  64-5088;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:50  sun.] 


ALASKA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

May  14, 1964. 

The  General  Services  Administration 
has  filed  an  application.  Serial  Number 
Anchorage  061263,  for  the  withdrawal  of 
the  lands  described  below,  from  all  forms 
of  appropriation.  The  applicant  desires 
the  land  for  a  motor  pool  site. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  all  persons 
wishing  to  submit  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  may  present  their  views 
in  writing  to  the  undersigned  officer  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  4th  and  G  Streets,  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  99501. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  on  the  application  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
separate  notice  will  be  sent  to  each  in¬ 
terested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Anchorage,  Alaska. 

A  parcel  at  land  lying  within  the  Alaska 
Railroad  Terminal  Reserve,  and  more  par¬ 
ticularly  described  as : 

Beginning  at  the  point  of  Intersection  of 
the  West  boundary  of  Christensen  Street  and 
the  North  boundary  of  Second  Avenue,  An¬ 
chorage  Towns! te;  thence  West,  260.0  feet 
along  said  North  line  of  Second  Avenue; 
North.  300.0  feet;  East,  260.0  feet,  to  a  point 
on  the  West  boundary  of  Christensen  which 
Is  the  point  of  intersection  with  the  South 


Street,  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

The  area  described  aggregates  78,000 
square  feet. 

Jambs  W.  Scott, 
District  Manager. 

[PJL  Doc.  64-5089;  Piled.  May  20,  1964; 
8:50  an.] 


below,  beginning  on  the  date  of  this 
order.  Applications  by  persons  having 


line  of  First  Avenue,  extended;  South.  300 JO 
feet,  along  said  West  line  of  Christensen 
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NOTICES 


Office  of  fhe  Secretary 

WALKER  RIVER  PAIUTE  RESER¬ 
VATION,  NEVADA 

Ordinance  Regulating  Introduction 
and  Possession  of  Intoxicating  Bev¬ 
erages 

Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1953 
(Public  Law  277.  83d  Congress,  1st  Ses¬ 
sion;  67  Stat.  586) ,  I  certify  that  Walker 
River  Paiute  Tribal  Council  Ordinance 
WR-64-1  was  enacted  on  February  7, 
1964,  rescinding  Ordinance  No.  WR-62- 
4  and  determining  that  the  introduction 
and  possession  of  intoxicating  beverages 
shall  be  lawful  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada  on  the 
Walker  River  Reservation.  Relevant 
portions  of  the  Ordinance  read  as 
follows: 

Whereas,  Ordinance  WRr-62-4  was  enacted 
on  November  9,  1962,  to  regulate  the  Intro¬ 
duction,  sale  and  possession  of  intoxicating 
beverages  on  the  Walker  River  Reservation, 
Nevada,  and  such  ordinance  was  certified  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  February  14, 
1963,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
Volume  28,  No.  36,  page  1594,  on  February  20, 
1963;  and 

Whereas,  several  problems  have  arisen  on 
the  Reservation  which  can  be  attributed  to 
immediate  availability  of  intoxicating  bever¬ 
ages  through  local  purchase,  and 

Whereas,  in  the  Interest  of  the  entire  com¬ 
munity  the  members  of  the  Tribe  wish  to 
eliminate  the  sale  of  intoxicating  beverages 
on  the  Reservation,  and  to  only  permit  in¬ 
troduction  and  possession 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  enacted  by  the  Walker 
River  Paiute  Tribal  CouncU  of  the  Walker 
River  Paiute  Indian  Reservation,  Nevada,  in 
council  meeting  assembled  this  7th  day  of 
February,  1964,  that  Ordinance  No.  WR-62-4, 
enacted  on  November  9,  1962,  is  rescinded  in 
its  entirety,  and 

Be  it  further  enacted  that  introduction 
and  possession  of  intoxicating  beverages  shall 
be  lawful  within  the  Indian  country  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Walker  River  Paiute 
Tribe:  Provided,  That  such  introduction  and 
possession  is  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Nevada,  and  with  the  following: 

Section  1.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person  to  sell  intoxicating  beverages  on  and 
within-  the  Walker  River  Paiute  Indian 
Reservation,  Nevada. 

Sec.  2.  No  person  shall  sell,  deliver  or 
give  away  intoxicating  beverages  to  any  per¬ 
son  actually  or  apparently  under  the  influ¬ 
ence  of  intoxicating  beverages. 

Sec.  3.  No  person  shall  sell,  give  away 
or  furnish  intoxicating  beverages  to  any  per¬ 
son  under  the  age  of  twenty-one  (21)  years, 
or  leave  or  deposit  any  such  intoxicating 
beverages  in  any  place  with  the  intent  that 
same  shall  be  procured  by  any  person  under 
the  age  of  twenty-one  (21)  years. 

Penalty:  Any  Indian  who  violates  any  of 
the  provisions  of  this  Ordinance  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  an  offense,  and  upon  con¬ 
viction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  lees  than  $25  nor  more  than  $100,  or 
by  sentence  to  imprisonment  for  not  less  than 
ten  (10)  days  or  more  than  fifty  (50)  days, 
or  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment.  When 
any  provision  of  this  Ordinance  is  violated 
by  a  non-Indian,  he  or  she  shall  be  referred 
to  the  State  and/or  Federal  authorities  for 
prosecution  under  applicable  laws. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mat  15,  1964. 

(PH.  Doc.  64-5070;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CITY  BANK  AND  TRUST  COMPANY 

Order  Denying  Application  for  Ap¬ 
proval  of  Consolidation  of  Banks 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  City 
Bank  and  Trust  Company  for  approval 
of  consolidation  with  Calhoun  State 
Bank. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  the  Bank  Merger 
Act  of  1960  (12  U.S.C.  1828(c)),  an  ap¬ 
plication  by  City  Bank  and  Trust  Com¬ 
pany,  Jackson,  Michigan,  a  State  mem¬ 
ber  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
for  the  Board’s  prior  approval  of  the 
consolidation  of  that  bank  and  Calhoun 
State  Bank,  Homer,  Michigan,  under  the 
charter  and  title  of  the  former.  As  an 
incident  to  the  consolidation,' the  office 
of  Calhoun  State  Bank  would  be  operated 
as  a  branch  of  City  Bank  and  Trust  Com¬ 
pany.  Notice  of  the  proposed  consolida¬ 
tion,  in  form  approved  by  the  Board,  has 
been  published  pursuant  to  said  Act. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  in  the  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  said  Act,  including  reports  furnished 
by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation, 
and  the  Department  of  Justice  on  the 
competitive  factors  involved  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  consolidation, 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement*  of 
this  date,  that  said  application  be  and 
hereby  is  denied. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  May  1964. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.* 

[seal]  Merritt  Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-5062;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:47  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
GENERAL  MILLS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  peti¬ 
tion  (FAP  1178)  has  been  filed  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Mills,  Inc.,  9200  Wayzata  Boulevard, 
Minneapolis  26,  Minnesota,  proposing 
the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to  provide  for 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago.  Dissenting  State¬ 
ment  of  Governor  Mitchell  also  filed  as  part 
of  the  original  document  and  avaUable  upon 
request. 

•  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Balderston,  and  Governors  Mills,  Robertson, 
and  Shepardson.  Voting  against  this  action: 
Governor  Mitchell.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Martin  and  Governor  Daane. 


the  use  of  dialdehyde  guar  gum  and 
dialdehyde  locust  bean  gum  as  wet- 
strength  agents  in  the  manufacture  of 
food-packaging  paper  and  paperboard. 

Dated:  May  14, 1964. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Operations. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-5093;  FUed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:50  ajn.] 


SYRACUSE  UNIVERSITY  RESEARCH 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  1188)  has  been  filed  by  Syracuse 
University  Research  Corporation,  1075 
Comstock  Avenue,  Syracuse  10,  New 
York,  proposing  the  issuance  of  a  regula¬ 
tion  to  provide  for  the  use  of  maleic 
anhydride-modified  vinyl  chloride -vinyl 
acetate  copolymers  as  wet-strength 
agents  in  the  manufacture  of  food-pack¬ 
aging  paper  and  paperboard. 

Dated:  May  14, 1964. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Operations. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-5094;  FUed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:51  ajn.] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  30-IX,  Arndt.  3] 

KANSAS  CITY  REGIONAL  AREA 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Activities  in  Regional 
Office 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Regional  Director  by  the  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority  No.  30  (Revision  8) ,  as 
amended,  28  F.R.  3228,  7204,  8179,  and 
29  F.R.  4842  and  5489,  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  No.  30-IX  as  amended,  28  F.R. 
5243,  8303  and  Amendment  2  dated 
March  11,  1964,  is  hereby  amended  by: 

1.  Deleting  Items  I  J.  1.  and  2.  and  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

1.  To  (a)  purchase  all  office  supplies 
and  expendable  equipment,  including  all 
desk-top  items  and  rent  regular  office 
equipment;  (b)  contract  for  repair  and 
maintenance  of  equipment  and  furnish¬ 
ings  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $50  in 
any  one  instance;  (c)  contract  for  serv¬ 
ices  required  in  setting  up  and  disman¬ 
tling,  and  moving  SBA  exhibits. 

2.  In  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  Disaster  Loan  Offices,  to  (a) 
obligate  Small  Business  Administration 
to  reimburse  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  for  rental  of  office  space;  (b) 
rent  office  equipment;  (c)  rent  motor 
vehicles  commercially  when  not  available 
from  General  Services  Administration; 
(d)  procure  (without  dollar  limitation) 
emergency  supplies  and  materials. 
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2.  Adding  the  following  Subitem  (d)  to 
Item  I.K.  7. 

(d)  Purchase  printing  from  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  where  cen¬ 
tralized  reproduction  facilities  have  been 
established  by  GSA. 

Effective  date.  April  13, 1964. 

C.  I.  Moyer, 
Regional  Director, 
Kansas  City  Regional  Office. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-6073;  Plied,  May  20,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

[Delegation  of  Authority  30-IX,  Admt.  2] 

KANSAS  CITY  REGIONAL  AREA 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Activities  in  Regional 
Office 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  30  (Revision  8) ,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  28  F.R.  3228,  7204,  8179  and  29  F.R. 
4842,  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30- 
IX,  as  amended,  28  F.R.  5243  and  8303  is 
hereby  amended  by: 

A.  Deleting  subitem  I.C.3.a.  and  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

3.  To  approve  the  following: 
a.  Business  loans 

1.  Direct  not  exceeding  $100,000, 

2.  Participation  not  exceeding  $250,- 
000. 

B.  Deleting  subitem  I.K.l.a.  through 
d.  and  substituting  the  following  in  lieu 
thereof: 

1.  To  approve  the  following  loans: 

a.  Direct  not  exceeding  $50,000, 

b.  Participation  not  exceeding  $150,- 

000, 

c.  Simplified  Bank  Participation  not 
exceeding  $250,000, 

d.  Simplified  Early  Maturities  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $250,000. 

Effective  date.  March  11, 1964. 

C.  I.  Moyer, 
Regional  Director, 
Kansas  City  Regional  Office. 
[FJR.  Doc.  64-5072;  Piled,  May  20,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Mexican.  Change  List  230] 

MEXICAN  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

List  of  Changes,  Proposed  Changes, 
and  Corrections  in  Assignments 

January  20,  1964. 

Notification  under  the  provisions  of 
Part  in,  section  2  of  the  North  American 
Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement. 

List  of  changes,  proposed  changes,  and 
corrections  in  assignments  of  Mexican 
Broadcast  Stations  modifying  the  appen¬ 
dix  containing  assignments  of  Mexican 
Broadcast  Stations  (Mimeograph 
47214-6)  attached  to  the  Recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  North  American  Regional 
Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering 
Meeting,  January  30, 1941. 

No.  100 - 8 


OaU  letters 


Location 

Power  kw 

Antenna 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Merida,  Yucatan _ _ 

660  kilocycle* 

2  D/0.2  N 

ND 

U 

in 

. do . 

600  kilocycle* 

2 

ND 

u 

in 

Villahermosa,  Tabasco. . 

6t0  kilocycle t 

0.260  D/0.1  N _ 

ND 

U 

IV 

Cosamalopan,  Veracruz. 

690  kilocycle* 

6D/0.750  N . 

ND 

U 

in 

Acapulco,  Guerrero . 

5D/0.250  N . 

ND 

U 

m-D, 

IV-N 

Oaxaca,  Oaxaca . . 

660  kilocycle* 

1 _ 

ND 

D 

n 

Onasavc,  Sinaloa 

680  kilocycle* 

0.6 

ND 

D 

n 

Lagos  de  Moreno,  Ja- 

770  kilocycle* 

0.160  D . 

ND 

D 

IV 

lisco. 

Tijuana,  Baja,  California. 

800  kilocycle* 

0.6 . 

ND 

D 

n 

Santa  Barbara,  Chi- 

8t0  kilocycle* 

0.760 . 

ND 

D 

n 

huahua. 

Chihuahua,  Chihuahua. 

9t0  kilocycle* 

ID . 

ND 

D 

in 

Paracho,  Michoacan _ 

Culiacan,  Sinaloa _ 

260  w _ _ 

ND 

D 

IV 

1  D/0.1  N . 

ND 

u 

m 

Merida,  Yucatan  _ 

070  kilocycles 

1  D/0.1  N . 

ND 

u 

in 

Tuxtla  Gutierrez,  Chia¬ 
pas. 

Oaxaca,  Oaxaca  . 

990  kilocycle* 

in  _ 

DA-N 

u 

n 

5  D/0.6  N . 

ND 

u 

III-B 

Ciudad  Juarez,  Chi- 

1000  kilocycle* 

1 . 

ND 

D 

n 

huahua. 

Macuspana,  Tabasco.... 

lOtO  kilocycle* 

1 . 

ND 

D 

n 

Ciudad  del  Carmen, 

1070  kilocycle* 

1  D/0.26  N _ 

ND 

U 

n 

Campeche. 

Ensenada,  Baja,  Cali- 

1010  kilocycle* 

0.6  D/0.26  N _ 

ND 

U 

n 

fornia. 

Pqehla,  Pnehla. 

1170  kilocycle* 

1  D/0  36N  __ 

ND 

u 

n 

Orir.aha,  Veracruz ...  ... 

1170  kilocycle* 

0.1  .  _ 

ND 

D 

n 

.  Nogales,  Sonora _ 

1190  kilocycle* 

0.5  _ 

ND 

D 

n 

Ciudad  Juarez,  Chi- 

1 . 

ND 

D 

n 

huahua. 

Ciudad  Madero,  Ta- 
maulipas. 

1190  kilocycle* 

0.5 . 

ND 

D 

n 

Expected  date  of 
menoement  of 
operation 


XEQW  (previously 
notified:  Skw 
DA-N). 


XEZ  (previously 
notified:  10  kw 
DA-1). 


XEVL  (change  in 
frequency  from 
1440  kc). 


XEFU  (increase  in 
daytime  power). 

XEIZ  (change  in 
location  from  Ohil- 
panoingo). 


XERPO  (change  in 
call  letters  from 
XEEK). 


XESN  (previously 
notified:  1  kw  ND 
D). 


XEZP  (change  in 
caU  letters  from 
XETQ). 


XEMMM  (now  in 
operation). 


XESB  (previously 
notified:  1  kw). 


XEQD  (change  in 
call  letters  from 
XEHM  and  in¬ 
crease  in  power 
from  0.26  kw). 

XEPN  (new) _ 

XECQ  (previously 
notified:  6  kw  D/ 
0.1  kw  N— now  in 
operation). 


XEMH  (change  in 
frequency  from 
1270  kc/s— reduce 
night  power). 


XETQ  (new) . 

XEUB  (delete  as¬ 
signment). 


XEFV  (now  in  op¬ 
eration  on  new 
frequency). 


XEAOM  (change 
in  frequency  from 
620  kc/s). 


XEIT  (PO:  1340 
kc/s). 


XEDX  (previously 
notified  as  XEXK 
0.26  kw,  ND,  U) 


XEOD  (PO:  0.35 
kw  ND  U). 


XEOV  (delete  as¬ 
signment). 


XEVN  (new) _ 

XEPZ  (change  in 
frequency  from 
1660  kc/s). 


XERRT  (change  in 
call  letters  from 
XETE). 


7-29-94 

7-20-04 

7-20-64 

4-20-64 

7-20-64 

1-20-64 

7-20-64 

1-20-64 

1-20-64 

7-20-64 

4-20-63 


7-20-64 

1-20-64 


7-20-64 


7-20-64 

1-20-64 


1-20-64 


7-20-64 


7-20-64 


7-20-64 


7-20-64 


1-20-64 


7-20-64 

7-20-64 


1-20-64 


NOTICES 


_ _  CARRIERS  COMPRISING  AMERICAN 

A  AUSTRALIAN  LINE  JOINT  SERVICE 

4-20-64  Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

1-20-64  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  agreement  has  been 
7-20-64  with  the  Commission  for  approval 

pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
_  Act,  1916  (39  Stat.  ?33;  75  Stat.  763; 

7-20-64  40  u  g  c  g14)  . 

Agreement  7787-4  between  the  carriers 
7-20-64  comprising  the  Federal-New  Zealand 
Lines  joint  service  (operating  pursuant 
to  approved  Agreement  7786,  as 
amended) ,  and  the  Ellerman  &  Bucknall 
i-ao-64  Associated  Lines  joint  service  (operating 
pursuant  to  approved  Agreement  7788, 
7-20-64  as  amended) ,  modifies  approved  Agree¬ 
ment  7787,  as  amended  between  the  said 
two  (2)  Joint  services  and  Blue  Star 
4-20-64  Line  Limited,  providing  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  &  Australian  Line  joint  service,  in 
4-20-64  the  trade  from  Atlantic,  Great  Lakes, 
St.  Lawrence  River  and  Gulf  ports  of 
the  United  States  to  ports  in  the  Com- 
7-20-64  monwealth  of  Australia  (including  Tas¬ 
mania),  the  Dominion  of  New  Zealand, 
Cook  Islands,  Fiji  Islands,  New  Cale- 
1-20-64  donia,  Australian  Territory  of  Papua  and 
New  Guinea.  New  Hebrides,  Norfolk 
Island,  British  Samoa,  Solomon  Islands, 
7-20-64  .Society  Islands,  Thursday  Island,  Ton¬ 
ga  Islands,  and  Gilbert  and  Ellice  Is¬ 
lands.  The  purpose  of  the  modification 
7-ao-64  is  to  eliminate  Blue  Star  Line  Limited  as 
1-20-64  a  Participant  in  Agreement  7787,  as 
amended. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
7-20-64  agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulations,  Fed- 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Com- 
7-20-64  mission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Or- 
'  leans.  La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif., 

and  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
i-20-64  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  within  5  days  after  publica- 
1-20-64  tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  position  as  to 
7-20-64  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  a  request  for  hearing, 
7-20-64  should  such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  May  18, 1964. 

7-20-64  By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5084;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 


XSSI  (Increase  in 
daytime  power). 

XEFV  (delete  a* 
signment — vide 
1000  kc/s). 

XEWQ  (PO:  1490 
kC/8). 


Santiago  Ixculntla,  Na- 
yarlt. 

Ciudad  Juares,  Chl- 


1  D/800  N. 


Salamanoo,  Guanajuato. 


W0  kOocydet 
0.260  D/0.1  N_ 


Taxoo,  Guerrero. 


XECQ  (delete  as¬ 
signment— vide 
020  kc/s). 

New— _ 


Culiacan,  Sinaloa. 


1  D/0.6  N . 

1830  kOocydet 


Saltillo,  Coahuila. 


1940  kilocycle t 

0.6  D/0.260  N _ 

1370  kOocydet 

10  D/6  N _ 

1980  kOocydet 
1  D/0.16  N _ 


San  Luis  Potosl,  San 
Luis  Potosi. 


Ciudad  Obregon,  So¬ 
nora. 


XEGW  (nowin 
operation  un¬ 
limited  time). 


Ciudad  Victoria,  Ta- 
maulipas. 


1890  kOocydet 
6  D/0.2  N . 


XETY  (change  in 
frequency  from 
1400  kc/s). 


Teooman,  Colima. 


1390  kOocydet 

6  D/0.1  N . . 

1  D/0.260  N.... 

llflO  kOocydet 
0.6  D/0.26  N... 
1490  kOocydet 

1  D/0.26  N _ 

USO  kOocydet 
1  D/0.1  N..... 


XEXO  (new) _ 

XEXC  (delete  as¬ 
signment). 


Ciudad  Mante,  Ta- 
maulipas. 

Taxoo,  Guerrero _ ... 


Empalme,  Sonora. 


XEW7  (increase  in 
daytime  power). 


Tehuacan,  Puebla. 


XEIG  (previously 
notified:  0.6  kw 
D/0.1  kw  N  ND 


Iguala,  Guerrero. 


1490  kOocydet 


XEHM  (change  in 
call  letters  from 
XEQD). 

XEHM  (previousl; 
notified  as  Class 


Ciudad  Delictas, 
Chihuahua. 


1490  kOocydet 
500wD/200wN 
1900  kOocydet 

260  w  D.. . . 

1900  kOocydet 


Quasave,  Sinaloa. 


Parras,  CoabuOa. 


Ciudad  Juares,  Chi¬ 
huahua. 


Federal  Communications  Commission, 
Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5024;  Piled,  May  20. 1964;  8:45  am.] 
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KERSTEN  SHIPPING  AGENCY,  INC., 

ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat.  763  and  46  U.S.C. 
814) .  All  parties  involved  are  eligible  to 
operate  as  independent  ocean  freight  for¬ 
warders  pursuant  to  section  44  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated,  these 
agreements  are  non-exclusive,  coopera¬ 
tive  working  arrangements  under  which 
the  parties  may  perform  freight  forward¬ 
ing  services  for  each  other,  dividing  for¬ 
warding  and  service  fees  as  agreed  on 
each  transaction.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  as  agreed  be¬ 
tween  the  parties. 

Kersten  Shipping  Agency,  Inc.,  New 
York,  New  York,  is  party  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are 
identical.  The  other  parties  are: 

H.  E.  Schurig  Sc  Co.,  Inc.,  Houston, 

Tex . . FF-1535 

Wilmington  Shipping  Company, 
Wilmington,  N.C _ FF-1536 

The  following  agreements  are  similar: 

Seaway  Forwarding  Co.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio,  and  Forwarders  Inc.,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio.:. _ FF-1525 

Tone  Forwarding  Corp.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  R.  O.  Hobelmann  &  Co., 

Inc.,  Baltimore,  Md _ FF-1526 

Allen  Forwarding  Co.,  Philadelphia, 

Pa.,  and  W.  R.  Zanes  &  Co.  of  La., 

Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La _ FF-1527 

Norton  &  Ellis  of  New  York,  Inc., 

New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Lyons  Export 

&  Import,  Inc.,  Chicago,  HI _  FF-1528 

Brito  Forwarding  Co.,  Brownsville, 

Tex.,  and  American  Express  Co., 

New  York,  N.Y__ _ FF-1530 

Stone  Forwarding  Co.,  Galveston, 

Tex;  Houston,  Tex.;  Corpus 
Christl,  Tex.;  and  Ira  Furman 

Co.,  New  York,  N.Y . FF-1532 

Seaport  Shipping  Co.  (Portland), 

Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Williams, 

Clarke  Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington, 

Calif  _  FF-1533 

Trans  Marine  System,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  W.  R.  Fllbin  & 

Co.,  Inc.,  Detroit,  Mich _  FF-1534 

Agreement  No.  FF-1502  between  P. 
John  Hanrahan,  Inc.,  New  York,  New 
York,  and  J.  R.  Michels,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas,  is  an  arrangement  under  which 
forwarding  and  service  fees  are  to  be 
divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  shall  be  divided  equally. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1529  between  C.  S. 
Greene  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Chicago,  Illinois,  and 
Charleston  Overseas  Forwarders,  Inc., 
Charleston,  South  Carolina,  is  an 
arrangement  under  which  forwarding 
and  service  fees  are  $7.50  per  shipment 
to  non-consular  countries;  $10.00  per 
shipment  to  consular  countries.  Ocean 
freight  compensation  is  to  be  divided 
equally  (50%/50%). 

Agreement  No.  FF-1531  between  H.  L. 
Ziegler,  Inc.,  Houston,  Texas,  and  The 
Interport  Company,  Chicago,  Illinois,  is 
an  arrangement  under  which  forward¬ 
ing  and  service  fees  are  to  be  divided  as 


agreed.  Ocean  freight  compensation 
shall  be  divided  equally  (50%  /50% ) . 

Agreement  No.  FF-1523  between  Mon¬ 
arch  Forwarding  Co.,  New  York,  New 
York,  and  Alonso  Shipping  Co.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  Louisiana,  is  an  arrangement 
under  which  forwarding  and  service  fees 
are  $5.00  per  shipment.  Ocean  freight 
compensation  is  to  be  divided  equally. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1524  between 
Alonso  Shipping  Co.,  New  Orleans,  Lou¬ 
isiana.  and  J.  K.  Ebberwein,  Savannah, 
Georgia,  is  an  arrangement  under  which 
forwarding  and  service  fees  are  $5.00  per 
shipment.  Ocean  freight  compensation 
is  to  be  retained  by  the  originating  party. 

Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  They  may  submit  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within  twenty 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register,  written  state¬ 
ments  with  reference  to  the  agreement 
and  their  approval,  disapproval,  or  modi¬ 
fication  together  with  request  for  hearing 
should  such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  May  18, 1964. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5085;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:49  a.m.] 


SKIBSAKTIESELSKABET  VARILD  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763 ;  46  U.S.C. 
814) ; 

Agreement  9346  between  Skibsakti- 
eselskabet  Varild,  Aksjeselskapet  Marina, 
Aktieselskabet  Glittre,  Dampskibsin- 
teressentskabet  Garrone,  Aktieselskabet 
Standard  and  Fearnley  &  Egers  Befragt- 
ningsforretning  A/S  (carriers  under 
the  control  of  Fearnley  &  Eger) ,  provides 
for  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  joint  cargo,  passenger  and  mail  serv¬ 
ices  to  operate  outbound  as  the  “Fern 
Line”  from  U.S.  Atlantic,  Gulf  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Coast  ports  to  ports  in  Japan,  Korea, 
Taiwan,  Sibera,  China,  Hong  Kong, 
Vietnam,  Cambodia,  Thailand,  Republic 
of  the  Philippines,  Malaysia,  Brunei, 
Indonesia,  Burma,  India,  Pakistan  and 
Ceylon;  and  inbound  as  the  “Barber- 
Fern  Line”  from  these  same  foreign  des¬ 
tinations,  via  ports  in  Aden,  Djibouti, 
Port  Said  and  ports  on  the  Red  Sea  to 
U.S.  Atlantic,  Gulf  and  Pacific  Coast 
ports,  under  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  the  agreement. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 


Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  written 
statements  with  reference  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  a  request  for  hearing,  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  May  18. 1964. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5086;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:50  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of.  International  Commerce 

[File  23-949] 

VIBRO-METER  G.M.B.H.  AND 
HERBERT  EISCHER 

Order  Denying  Export  Privileges  for 
an  Indefinite  Period 

In  the  matter  of  Vibro-Meter  G.m.b.H. 
and  Herbert  Eischer,  47-49  Untere  Via- 
duktgasse,  Vienna  m,  Austria,  Respond¬ 
ents,  File  23-949. 

The  Director,  Investigations  Division, 
Office  of  Export  Control,  Bureau  of  In¬ 
ternational  Commerce,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  has  applied  for  an  order 
denying  to  the  above  named  respondents 
all  export  privileges  for  an  indefinite  pe¬ 
riod  because  the  said  respondents  failed 
to  furnish  answers  to  interrogatories  and 
failed  to  furnish  certain  records  and 
other  writings  specifically  requested, 
without  good  cause  being  shown.  This 
application  was  made  pursuant  to 
§  382.15  of  the  Export  Regulations  (Title 
15,  Chapter  m,  Subchapter  B,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations) . 

In  accordance  with  the  usual  practice, 
the  application  for  an  indefinite  denial 
order  was  referred  to  the  Compliance 
Commissioner,  Bureau  of  International 
Commerce,  who  after  consideration  of 
the  evidence  has  recommended  that  the 
application  be  granted.  The  report  of 
the  Compliance  Commissioner  and  the 
evidence  in  support  of  the  application 
have  been  considered. 

The  evidence  presented  shows  that  the 
respondent  Vibro-Meter  G.m.b.H.  is  a 
limited  liability  company  located  in  Vi¬ 
enna,  Austria,  and  imports  and  otherwise 
deals  in  measuring  instruments  of  vari¬ 
ous  kinds;  that  the  respondent  Dipl.  Ing. 
Herbert  Eischer  is  manager  of  said  firm; 
that  the  aforesaid  Investigations  Divi¬ 
sion  is  conducting  an  investigation  into 
the  receipt  and  disposition  by  said  re¬ 
spondents  of  certain  measuring  instru¬ 
ments  of  U.S.  origin,  some  of  strategic 
nature.  It  is  impracticable  to  subpoena 
the  respondents  and  relevant  and  mate¬ 
rial  interrogatories  and  request  to  fur¬ 
nish  certain  specific  documents  relating 
to  said  transaction  were  served  on  them 
pursuant  to  §  382.15  of  the  Export  Regu¬ 
lations.  Said  respondents  have  failed  to 
furnish  answers  to  said  interrogatories  or 
to  furnish  the  documents  requested,  as 
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required  by  said  section,  and  they  have 
not  shown  good  cause  for  such  failure. 
I  find  that  an  order  denying  export  priv¬ 
ileges  to  said  respondents  for  an  Indefl*- 


effective  enforcement  of  the  Export  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered: 

l.  All  outstanding  validated  export  li¬ 
censes  in  which  the  respondents  appear 
or  participate  in  any  manner  or  capacity 
are  hereby  revoked  and  shall  be  returned 
forthwith  to  the  Bureau  of  International 
Commerce  for  cancellation. 

n.  The  respondents,  their  successors 
or  assigns,  partners,  representatives, 
agents,  and  employees  hereby  are  denied 
all  privileges  of  participating,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or  capacity, 
in  any  transaction  involving  commodities 
or  technical  data  exported  from  the 
United  States  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  to 
be  exported,  or  which  are  otherwise  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Export  Regulations.  With¬ 
out  limitation  of  generality  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  participation  prohibited  in  any 
such  transaction,  either  in  the  U.S.  or 
abroad,  shall  include  participation,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or 
capacity,  (a)  as  a  party  or  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  party  to  any  validated  ex¬ 
port  license  application,  (b)  in  the 
preparation  or  filing  of  any  export  li¬ 
cense  application  or  reexportation  au¬ 
thorization,  or  any  document  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  therewith,  (c)  in  the  obtaining  or 
using  of  any  validated  or  general  ex¬ 
port  license  or  other  export  control 
document,  (d)  in  the  carrying  on 
of  negotiations  with  respect  to  or 
in  the  receiving,  ordering,  buying, 
selling,  delivering,  storing,  using,  or  dis¬ 
posing  of  any  commodities  or  technical 
data  in  whole  or  in  part  exported  or  to 
be  exported  from  the  United  States,  and 
(e)  in  the  financing,  forwarding,  trans¬ 
porting,  or  other  servicing  of  such  com¬ 
modities  or  technical  data. 

m.  Such  denial  of  export  privileges 
shall  extend  not  only  to  the  respondents, 
but  also  to  their  agents  and  employees 
and  to  any  successor  and  to  any  person, 
firm,  corporation,  or  business  organiza¬ 
tion  with  which  they  now  or  hereafter 
may  be  related  by  affiliation,  ownership, 
control,  position  of  responsibility,  or 
other  connection  in  the  conduct  of 
trade  or  services  connected  therewith. 

IV.  This  order  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  the  respondents  provide  responsive 
answers,  written  information  and  docu¬ 
ments  in  response  to  the  interrogatories 
heretofore  served  upon  them  or  give 
adequate  reasons  for  failure  to  do  so, 
except  insofar  as  this  order  may  be 
amended  or  modified  hereafter  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Export  Regulations. 

V.  No  person,  firm,  corporation,  part¬ 
nership  or  other  business  organization, 
whether  in  the  United  States  or  else¬ 
where,  without  prior  disclosure  to  and 
specific  authorization  from  the  Bureau  of 
International  Commerce,  shall  do  any  of 
the  following  acts,  directly  or  indirectly, 
or  carry  on  negotiations  with  respect 
thereto,  in  any  manner  or  capacity,  mi 
behalf  of  or  in  any  association  with  the 
respondents  or  any  related  party,  or 


whereby  the  respondents  or  related  party 
may  obtain  any  benefit  therefrom  or 
have  any  interest  or  participation  there¬ 
in,  directly  or  Indirectly:  (a)  apply  for, 
obtain,  transfer,  or  use  any  license,  ship- 


or  other  export  control  document  relat¬ 
ing  to  any  exportation,  reexportation, 
transshipment,  or  diversion  of  any  com¬ 
modity  or  technical  data  exported  or  to 
be  exported  from  the  United  States,  by, 
to,  or  for  any  such  respondent  or  related 
party  denied  export  privileges;  or  (b) 
order,  buy,  receive,  use,  sell,  deliver,  store, 
dispose  of,  forward,  transport,  finance, 
or  otherwise  service  or  participate  in  any 
exportation,  reexportation,  transship¬ 
ment,  or  diversion  of  any  commodity  or 
technical  data  exported  or  to  be  exported 
from  the  United  States. 

VI.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
on  respondents. 

VII.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  $  382.15  of  the  Export  Regulations,  the 
respondents  may  move  at  any  time  to 
vacate  or  modify  this  indefinite  denial 
order  by  filing  with  the  Compliance  Com¬ 
missioner,  Bureau  of  International  Com¬ 
merce,  UB.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20230,  an  appropriate 
motion  for  relief,  supported  by  substan¬ 
tial  evidence,  and  may  also  request  an 
oral  hearing  thereon,  which,  if  requested 
shall  be  held  before  the  Compliance  Com¬ 
missioner  at  Washington,  D.C.  at  the 
earliest  convenient  date. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  on 
May  13, 1964. 

Dated:  May  7, 1964. 

Ratter  H.  Meter, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Export  Control. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-6087;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:50  &jn.] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  G-6256,  RI61-28] 

CENARD  OIL  &  GAS  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Amending  Order  Issuing  Certi¬ 
ficate  of  Public  Convenience  and 

Necessity  et  al.;  Correction 

Mat  6, 1964. 

Cenard  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (formerly  Chi¬ 
cago  Stock  Yards  Research  Company 
(Operator)),  et  al..  Docket  No.  GK-6256; 
Cenard  Oil  A  Gas  Co.,  Docket  No. 
RI61-28. 

In  the  Order  Amending  Order  Issuing 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity,  Redesignating  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule,  Accepting  Notice  of  Change  in 
Name  for  Filing,  Redesignating  Proceed¬ 
ing,  and  Permitting  Withdrawal  of  Peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene,  issued  April  16,  1964 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
May  23,  1964  (FJt.  Doc.  64-4002;  5487) , 
please  change  “Company”  to  “Co.” 
wherever  “Cenard  Oil  ft  Gas  Company” 
appears  in  the  order. 

Joseph  H.  Gtttride, 
Secretary. 

[PA.  Doc.  64-6064;  Filed,  May  20.  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[Docket  Noe.  CI63-888  etc.] 

CITIES  SERVICE  PRODUCTION  CO. 
ET  AL. 

Order  Granting  Withdrawal  of  Appli¬ 
cations  and  Intervention 

Mat  12,  1964. 

Cities  Service  Production  Company, 
Docket  No.  CI63-888;  Tidewater  Oil 
Company,  Docket  No.  CI63-1161;  Sun 
Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  CI63-1171; 
Humble  Oil  ft  Refining  Company,  Docket 
No.  CI63-1187;  Texas  Pacific  Coal  &  Oil 
Company,  Docket  No.  CI63-1216;  The 
Pure  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  CI63- 
1242;01en  F.  Featherstone,  et  al.,  Docket 
No.  CI63-1308;  The  Oil  Capitol  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Docket  No.  CI63-1349;  Peter  Hen¬ 
derson  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  CI63- 
1523;  Husky  Oil  Company,  Docket  No. 
CI63-1534;  Patrick  A.  Doheny,  et  al., 
Docket  No.  CI63-1562;  Continental  Oil 
Company,  Docket  No.  CI64-39. 

On  March  26,  1964,  Montana-Dakota 
Utilities  Co.  filed  a  notice  of  withdrawal 
as  an  intervener  in  these  proceedings. 

On  April  20,  22,  and  29,  1964,  Olen  F. 
Featherstone,  et  al.,  Cities  Service  Oil 
Company  (formerly  Cities  Service  Pro¬ 
duction  Company)  and  Sim  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  respectively,  filed  notices  of  with¬ 
drawal  of  their  applications  for  certifi¬ 
cates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
in  these  proceedings. 

The  Commission  finds :  • 

(1)  The  notice  of  withdrawal  of  Mon¬ 
tana-Dakota  Utilities  Co.  as  an  inter¬ 
vener  should  be  granted. 

(2)  The  notices  of  withdrawal  of 
certificate  applications  by  Cities  Service 
Oil  Company  in  Docket  No.  CI63-888,  by 
Olen  F.  Featherstone,  et  al.  in  Docket  No. 
CI63-1308  and  by  Sun  Oil  Company  in 
Docket  No.  Cl 63-1 171  should  be  made 
effective. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  The  notice  of  withdrawal  of 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co.  as  an  in¬ 
tervener  is  granted. 

(B)  The  notice  of  withdrawal  of 
certificate  applications  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  by  Cities  Service  Oil  Company  in 
Docket  No.  CI63-888,  by  Olen  F.  Feather¬ 
stone,  et  al.  in  Docket  No.  CI63-1308  and 
by  Sun  Oil  Company  in  Docket  No.  CI63- 
1171  are  hereby  effective  and  the  appli¬ 
cations  are  considered  withdrawn  as  of 
the  date  of  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  •  Joseph  H.  Outride, 

•  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5056;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP64-183] 

CUMBERLAND  AND  ALLEGHENY 
GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  15,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  18, 1964, 
Cumberland  and  Allegheny  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Cumberland),  800  Union  Trust 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania, 
15219,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP64-183,  an 


nite  period  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
protect  the  public  interest  and  to  achieve  per's  export  declaration,  bill  of  lading. 


Thursday ,  May  21,  1964 
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application  for  permission  and  approval 
to  abandon  by  sale  to  Weipenn  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,1  its  natural-gas  facilities  sit¬ 
uated  in  Otter  and  Salt  Lick  District, 
Braxton  County,  West  Virginia,  the 
transportation  and  sale  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce,  and  an  exchange 
of  natural  gas  with  Equitable  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Equitable),  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  and  ex¬ 
hibits  on  file  with  the  Commission,  and 
open  to  public  Inspection. 

The  application  and  exhibits  reflect 
that  Cumberland,  a  subsidiary  of  The 
Columbia  Gas  System  Inc.,  proposes  to 
abandon  by  sale  approximately  65,982 
feet  of  6-inch,  8-inch,  9% -inch  and  10- 
inch  pipeline  extending  from  the  Engle 
Farm  in  Otter  District,  Braxton  County, 
West  Virginia,  generally  in  a  northeast¬ 
erly  direction  to  the  Burnsville  Com¬ 
pressor  Station  of  Equitable  situated  in 
Salt  Lick  District,  Braxton  County,  West 
Virginia,  together  with  approximately 
57,481  feet  of  connecting  lines  ranging 
from  2-inch  to  6% -inch  pipeline  (desig¬ 
nated  “field  lines”),  and  appurtenant 
measuring  and  metering  facilities. 

The  application  further  reflects  that 
Cumberland  under  an  Exchange  Agree¬ 
ment  with  Equitable  entered  into  De-  > 
cember  1,  1954,  (Cumberland’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  X-2,  Cumberland’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2)  is 
presently  delivering  on  an  exchange 
basis  to  Equitable  at  Equitable’s  Burns¬ 
ville  Compressor  Station  approximately 
120,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  annually  of 
gas  produced  and  purchased  in  the  Brax¬ 
ton  County  Field,  West  Virginia,  as  well 
as  transporting  and  delivering  to  Equit¬ 
able  approximately  948.000  Mcf  annually 
of  Equitable’s  locally  produced  gas  from 
sources  of  production  to  Equitable’s 
Burnsville  Compressor  Station  at  the 
eastern  end  of  Cumberland’s  system. 

Cumberland  presently  serves  thirty 
(30)  domestic  customers  from  said  lines. 

The  application  further  shows  that 
Cumberland  and  Weipenn  entered  into 
an  Agreement  dated  September  20,  1962, 
under  the  terms  of  which  Cumberland 
will  sell  to  Weipenn  for  $25,000  the  above 
described  pipelines  (approximately  123,- 
363  feet)  and  appurtenant  facilities,  nine 
producing  gas  wells,  including  casing, 
tubing,  etc.,  nine  oil  and  gas  lease  cov¬ 
ering  approximately  1,036  acres,  and  as¬ 
sign  to  Weipenn  all  its  interest  in  ten 
gas  purchase  contracts. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  of 
West  Virginia  approved  the  sale  and 
transfer  of  properties  of  Cumberland  to 
Weipenn  on  November  19,  1962. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
.  recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 


1  Notice  of  application  of  Weipenn 
Docket  No.  CI64-015  for  a  certificate  of  p 
uc  convenience  and  necessity  to  acq 
Cumberland  facilities  and  properties  p 
iished  May  2,  1964  (29  FH.  5849). 


pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  therein,  peak  day  and  annual  natural 


and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  provided  no 
protest  or  petition  to  Intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  June  8, 1964.  _  , 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5056;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP64-239] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  14, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  14,1964,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso), 
a  Delaware  corporation,  whose  mailing 
address  is  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas, 
79999,  filed  at  Docket  No.  CP64-239  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  under  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended, 
authorizing  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  certain  minor  facilities  and 
the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  for 
resale  by  use  thereof,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  application  states  that  El  Paso 
proposes  to  construct,  at  a  total  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  $13,400,  four  (4)  mainline 
taps  and  two  (2)  mainline  measuring 
and  regulating  stations  in  order  to  ac¬ 
commodate  routine  natural  gas  requests 
received  from  four  (4)  of  its  existing 
authorized  resale  customers.  Natural 
gas  proposed  to  be  delivered  to  each  of 
the  resale  customers  through  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  will  be  resold  to  domestic, 
commercial,  public  authority,  irrigation 
and  industrial  consumers. 

The  existing  resale  customers  whom 
El  Paso  proposes  to  serve  are  as  follows: 
Southern  Union  Gas  Company,  Arizona 
Public  Service  Company,  Washington 
Natural  Gas  Company  and  Intermoun¬ 
tain  Gas  Company.  The  delivery  facil¬ 
ities  proposed  in  the  application  to  serve 
these  customers  will  be  situated  at 
various  points  throughout  El  Paso’s  sys¬ 
tem.  Facilities  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
structed  by  the  customers  will  consist 
of  routine  distribution  facilities  at  an 
aggregate  cost  of  $429,365. 

The  application  states  that  during  the 
five-year  prospective  period  considered 


gas  requirements  of  the  consumers  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  served  will  aggregate  1,188 
Mcf  and  140,239  Mcf,  respectively. 

The  sales  and  deliveries  which  are  the 
subject  of  the  application  are  proposed 
to  be  made  in  accordance  with  and  at 
rates  contained  in  El  Paso’s  existing 
FPC  Gas  Tariff. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be 
disposed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  un¬ 
der  the  applicable  rules  and  regulations 
and  to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  this  application  provided 
no  protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Protest  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
June  2,  1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5057;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


[Docket  No.  CP64-201  ] 

HOPE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  14, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  12,  1964, 
Hope  Natural  Gas  Company,  445  West 
Main  Street,  Clarksburg,  West  Virginia, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP64-201  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  a  two-year  construction  program  to 
modernize  the  northern  segment  of  its 
transmission  system  including  two  key 
compressor  stations,  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
application,  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  proposed  program,  estimated  to 
cost  $7,879,000,  includes  20.9  miles  of 
30"  pipeline  from  Hastings  Compressor 
Station  north  to  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line,  the  modernization  of  Hast¬ 
ings  Compressor  Station  and  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  Jones  Compressor  Station  with 
a  new  3,200-horsepower  station  to  be 
known  as  Oxford  Compressor  Station. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cilities  are  designed  to  modernize  and 
make  the  operation  of  its  transmission 
system  more  economical,  efficient  and 
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dependable.  The  operation  of  Hastings 
Compressor  Station  has  become  Increas¬ 
ingly  inefficient  and  expensive  to  oper¬ 
ate  due  primarily  to  the  excessive  fuel 
and  manpower  costs.  Substantial  sav¬ 
ings  in  fuel  and  personnel  required  will 
be  realized  by  the  utilization  of  more 
modern  technology  and  reduction  of 
horsepower. 

Applicant  further  states  that  the  re¬ 
placement  of  Jones  Compressor  Station 
with  a  new  modem  station  located  so  as 
to  provide  the  ultimate  In  flexibility  will 
make  it  unnecessary  to  replace  or  recon¬ 
dition  approximately  27.7  miles  of  pipe¬ 
line  running  from  the  present  location  of 
Jones  Station  to  Oxford. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  will  enable  Applicant  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  additional  contract  demand  of 
25,000  Mcf  per  day  to  The  East  Ohio  Gas 
Company  provided  for  by  a  precedent 
agreement  and  commencing  January  1, 
1965. 

The  facilities  are  to  be  financed  by 
funds  on  hand  and  funds  to  be  obtained 
from  Applicant’s  parent  corporation, 
Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Company. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  provided  no 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
June  3,  1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-5068;  Piled,  May  20,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


[Docket  No.  CP64-176J 

INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  15, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  6,  1964, 
Interstate  Power  Company  Applicant, 
with  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  filed  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  authorization  to  construct  and 
operate  facilities  and  to  render  natural 
gas  service  as  hereinafter  described,  all 
-as  more  fully  described  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 


Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  5.3  miles  of  2-inch  pipeline  in  or¬ 
der  to  supply  natural  gas  to  its  proposed 
gas  distribution  system  serving  the  vil¬ 
lage  of  Erie,  HHnols.  The  tap  is  to  be 
located  in  Whiteside  County  at  the  cross¬ 
ing  of  Interstate’s  existing  9-inch  main 
transmission  line  under  Highway  2. 

Applicant  states  that  it  will  serve  the 
requirements  of  Erie  from  gas  volumes 
available  under  contract  with  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America.  Peak 
day  and  annual  requirements  for  Erie 
are  estimated  as  follows: 


Year 

Peak  day 

Annnal 

1«U  _ 

864 

88,066 

41,212 

lftfift  _  . 

393 

1067  . . 

410 

42,098 

The  application  states  that  the  village 
of  Erie  (1950  population — 1,215)  has 
franchised  Applicant  to  construct  and 
operate  the  distribution  system.  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  apply  to  the  Illinois  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  for  authority  to  serve 
in  Erie  and  environs. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $131,180,  to  be  met  by  com¬ 
pany  funds  or  short-term  borrowing. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant 
a  recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  may 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  this  application  provided 
no  protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  Is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  June  5,  1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5059;  Filed,  ll&y  20,  1964; 

6:47  sun.] 

[Docket  No.  CP64-217] 

MICHIGAN  GAS  STORAGE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  14,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  30,  1964, 
Michigan  Gas  Storage  Company  (Appli¬ 


cant)  ,  212  West  Michigan  Avenue,  Jack- 
son,  Michigan,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP64- 
217  an  application  pursuant  to  section  7 
(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  a  new  delivery  point  in 
Washington  Township,  Gratiot  County, 
Michigan,  for  the  delivery  of  natural  gas 
to  Consumers  Power  Company  (Consum¬ 
ers)  and  the  construction  and  operation 
of  necessary  metering  and  regulating  fa¬ 
cilities  at  said  proposed  new  delivery 
point,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  Qn  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  purpose  of  the  new  delivery  point 
is  to  enable  Consumers  to  render  natural 
gas  service  to:  (1)  The  village  of  Ashley 
and  adjoining  areas  in  the  townships  of 
Elba  and  Washington,  Gratiot  County, 
Michigan,  and  (2)  the  unincorporated 
community  of  North  Star  and  adjoining 
areas  in  the  Township  of  North  Star, 
Gratiot  County,  Michigan. 

The  total  cost  of  Applicant’s  proposed 
facilities  is  estimated  to  be  $22,000, 
which  cost  will  be  financed  from  funds 
on  hand. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  de¬ 
liveries  to  Consumers  at  the  new  point 
will  not  require  any  increased  volumes 
since  adjustment  will  be  made,  as  neces¬ 
sary,  by  changing  delivery  patterns  at 
other  points  on  Applicant’s  system. 

The  application  shows  the  estimated 
third  year  maximum  day  and  annual  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  two  communities  and 
environs  to  be  approximately  297  Mcf 
and  40,281  Mcf,  respectively. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant 
a  recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  this  application  pro¬ 
vided  no  protest  or  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required  herein. 
Where  a  protest  or  petition  fof  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  8, 1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  DoC.  64-5060;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 
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[Docket  No.  CP64-222] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  FUEL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  14, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  1, 1964,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  Fuel  Corporation  (Appli¬ 
cant),  9900  Clayton  Road,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  63124,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP64- 
222  an  application  pursuant  to  section  7 
(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  certain  facilities  and  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  natural  gas  for  sale  to  The 
Ruberoid  Company  (Ruberoid)  for  use 
in  the  latter’s  plant  near  the  town  of 
Annapolis,  Iron  County,  Missouri,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to 
construct  and  operate  23  miles  of  4 y2- 
lnch  pipeline  from  a  point  south  of  its 
Twelvemile  Compressor  Station,  Madison 
County,  Missouri,  to  the  plant  of  Ruber¬ 
oid,  together  with  a  tap  connection  and 
metering  and  regulating  facilities.  The 
total  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  facil¬ 
ities  is  $338,850.  Over  a  period  of  ap¬ 
proximately  seven  years,  Ruberoid  will 
reimburse  to  Applicant  up  to  $286,000  of 
the  estimated  cost  of  the  facilities. 

The  application  shows  Ruberoid’s  third 
year  estimated  peak  day  and  annual 
natural  gas  requirements  to  be  1,700  Mcf 
and  212,000  Mcf,  respectively. 

Ruberoid,  a  roofing  material  manufac¬ 
turer,  will  utilize  the  natural  gas  for 
firing  kilns  and  space  and  water  heating. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  provided  no 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D  C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  8,  1964. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

IPH.  Doc.  64-5061;  Filed.  May  20,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RELIEF 

Mat  18,  1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39029:  Commodity  rates — 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  Filed  by  Sea- 
Land  Service,  Inc.  (No.  55),  for  itself 
and  interested  carriers.  Rates  on  dress¬ 
ing  or  polish,  shoe,  including  shoe 
whitener  (cleaner),  in  truckloads,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Grounds  for  relief:  All-rail  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  42  to  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.,  tariff  I.C.C.  15. 

FSA  No.  39030:  T.O.F.C.  service— 
From  and  to  points  in  WTL  territory. 
Filed  by  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee, 
agent  (No.  A-2360),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  property  moving  on 
class  and  commodity  rates,  loaded  in 
trailers  and  transported  on  railroad  flat¬ 
cars,  between  Marion  and  Spruce  Pine, 
N.C.,  Chesnee,  S.C.,  Erwin,  Greenland, 
Johnson  City  and  Kingsport,  Tenn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  points  in  western 
trunk-line  territory,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  9  to  -Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 
I.C.C.  A-4522. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5079;  Filed,  May  20,  1964; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Notice  987] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Mat  18, 1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179),  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  In  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  66794.  By  order  of  May 
15,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Hamilton  Trucking  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Wellsboro,  Pa.,  of  Certificate 


in  No.  MC  47791,  issued  February  20, 
1941,  to  Adelbert  Smith,  Elkland,  Pa., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of:  Agri¬ 
cultural  commodities,  household  goods, 
building  materials,  and  such  bulk  com¬ 
modities  as  are  transported  in  dump 
trucks,  between  Elkland,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  within 
35  miles  of  Elkland.  Thomas  A.  Wal- 
rath,  7  Central  Avenue,  Wellsboro,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5080:  Filed,  May  20.  1964; 

8:49  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

CERTIFICATES  AUTHORIZING  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  OF  FULL-TIME  STU¬ 
DENTS  WORKING  OUTSIDE  OF 
SCHOOL  HOURS  IN  RETAIL  OR 
SERVICE  ESTABLISHMENTS  AT  SPE¬ 
CIAL  MINIMUM  WAGES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1060,  as  amended, 
29  U.S.C.  201  et  seq.),  the  regulation  on 
employment  of  full-time  students  (29 
CFR  Part  519),  and  Administrative 
Order  No.  579  (28  F.R.  11524) ,  the  estab¬ 
lishments  listed  in  this  notice  have  been 
issued  special  certificates  authorizing  the 
employment  of  full-time  students  work¬ 
ing  outside  of  school  hours  at  hourly 
wage  rates  lower  than  the  minimum 
wage  rates  otherwise  applicable  under 
section  6  of  the  act.  The  effective  and 
expiration  dates,  type  of  establishment 
and  total  number  of  employees  of  the 
establishment  are  as  indicated  below. 
Pursuant  to  §  519.6(b)  of  the  regula¬ 
tion,  the  minimum  certificate  rates  are 
not  less  than  85  percent  of  the  minimum 
applicable  under  section  6  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act. 

The  following  certificates  were  Issued 
pursuant  to  paragraphs  (c)  and  (g)  of 
§  519.6  of  29  CFR  Part  519,  providing 
for  an  allowance  not  to  exceed  the  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
worked  by  full-time  students  at  rates 
below  $1.00  an  hour  to  the  total  number 
of  hours  worked  by  all  employees  in  the 
establishment  during  the  base  period,  or 
10  percent,  whichever  is  lesser,  in  occu¬ 
pations  of  the  same  general  classes  in 
which  the  establishment  employed  full¬ 
time  students  at  wages  below  $1.00  an 
hour  in  the  base  period. 

These  certificates  are  effective  from 
April  1,  1964,  through  September  2, 1964, 
except  as  otherwise  indicated. 

Region  I 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  3  Pleasant  Street,  New- 
buryport,  Mass,  (variety  store;  20  employees) . 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  No.  397,  47  Church  Street, 
Burlington,  Vt.  (variety  store;  26  employees) . 

G.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  69-71  Main  Street,  Tor- 
rington.  Conn,  (variety  store;  23  employees). 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.,  No.  77,  13-17  Pleasant 
Street,  Newburyport,  Mass.;  effective  4-10-64 
to  9-2-64  (variety  store;  14  employees) . 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.,  201-209  Westminster 
Street,  Providence,  R.I.  (variety  store;  149 
employees) . 
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Region  m 

8.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  6316  Woodland  Avenue, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  effective  4-20-64  to  0-2-64 
(variety  store;  12  employees) . 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  No.  81,  221-6-5  W. 
Lexington  Street,  Baltimore,  Md.;  effective 
4-20-64  to  0-2-64  (variety  store;  55  employ¬ 
ees). 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  No.  2330,  Narrows 
Shopping  Center,  Northampton  and  Wyom¬ 
ing  Avenue,  Kingston,  Pa.;  effective  4-17-64 
to  0-2-64  (variety  store;  33  employees) . 

Region  IV 

Plggly  Wiggly  of  Attalla,  Inc.,  Attalla,  Ala.; 
effective  4-16-64  to  0-2-64  (food  store;  27 
employees) . 

Region  V 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  No.  541,  124  Putnam 
Street,  Marietta,  Ohio;  effective  4-24-64  to 
0-2-64  (variety  store;  42  employees) . 

McCrory-McLellan-Green  Store,  No.  24, 
13-10  South  Limestone  Street,  Springfield, 
Ohio  (variety  store;  30  employees) . 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.,  100  South  Main  Street, 
Ishpemlng,  Mich.;  effective  4-13-64  to  0-2-64 
(variety  store;  29  employees) . 

Wheeler’s  Market,  Inc.,  1500  North  Main 
8treet,  Sidney,  Ohio;  effective  4-19-64  to 
0-2-64  (food  store;  35  employees). 

Region  VI 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.,  308-810  South  Wash¬ 
ington  Street,  Marlon,  Ind.  (variety  store; 
18  employees) . 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  No.  1259,  4055  West 
Madison  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  (variety  store; 
57  employees). 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  No.  725,  8401  West 
26th  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  (variety  store;  38 
employees) . 

Region  VII 

Cosentino  Bros.  Market,  4300  Blue  Ridge, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  (food  store;  27  employees). 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  12,  315  West  Spruce,  Dodge  City,  Kans. 
(food  store;  17  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  20,  1023  North  Main,  Great  Bend,  Kans. 
(food  store;  22  employees). 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  22,  Main  Street,  Greensburg,  Kans.  (food 
store;  13  employees). 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  16,  111  West  Seventh,  Hays,  Kans.  (food 
store;  30  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  17,  201  East  Euclid,  McPherson,  Kans. 
(food  store;  30  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  5,  1502  South  Ninth,  Salina,  Kans.  (food 
store;  34  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc.,  No. 
7,212  Broadway,  Sterling,  Kans.  (food  store; 
9  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  18,  2201  East  Central,  Wichita,  Kans. 
(food  store;  13  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  28,  3113  South  Seneca,  Wichita,  Kans. 
(food  store;  27  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  30,  1642  West  Douglas,  Wichita,  Elans, 
(food  store;  27  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  31,  1640  South  Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans. 
(food  store;  33  employees). 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  33,  966  Parklane,  Wichita,  Kans.  (food 
store;  24  employees). 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  36  3319  Oaklawn  Place,  Wichita,  Kans. 
(food  store;  14  employees) . 

The  J.  S.  Dillon  &  Sons  Stores  Co.,  Inc., 
No.  42  4801  East  Central,  Wichita,  Kans. 
(food  store;  22  employees) . 

H  &  J  Corp.,  d/b/a  Ramey  Super  Market, 
No.  3,  1844  South  Campbell,  Springfield,  Mo. 
(food  store;  35  employees). 


Justrlte  Super  Markets,  Inc.,  5015  Gibbs 
Road,  Kansas  City,  Kans.  (food  store;  21 
employees) . 

Justrlte  Super  Markets,  Inc.,  3136  Ray¬ 
town  Road,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  (food  store; 
56  employees). 

Justrlte  Super  Markets,  Inc.,  7246  Troost, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  (food  store;  19  employees) . 

Justrlte  Super  Markets,  Inc.,  9021  East  50 
Highway,  Raytown,  Mo.  (food  store;  70 
employees) . 

Thomas  Kilpatrick  &  Co.,  15th  and  Douglas 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  (department  store;  513 
employees) . 

Thomas  Kilpatrick  &  Co.,  42d  and  Cen¬ 
ter  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  (department  store; 
162  employees) . 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.  No.  108,  225  First  Avenue 
East,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  (variety  store; 
31  employees). 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  No.  344C,  6108  Easton 
Avenue,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  (variety  store;  47 
employees). 

S.  H.  Kress  &  Co.,  540  Main  Street,  Grand 
Junction,  Colo,  (variety  store;  24  employees) . 

S.  H.  Kress  &  Co.,  No.  429,  15  South  Main 
Street,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  (variety  store;  31 
employees) . 

S.  H.  Kress  &  Co.,  Ill  North  Main  Street, 
Hutchinson,  Kans.  (variety  store;  19  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

S.  H.  Kress  &  Co.,  215  East  High  Street, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  (variety  store;  13  em¬ 
ployees). 

McLellans  Stores  Co.,  No.  569,  801  Cen¬ 
tral  Avenue,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  (variety 
store;  20  employees). 

Nelsner  Brothers,  Inc.,  No.  139,  7450  For¬ 
syth  Boulevard,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  (variety  store; 
23  employees). 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.,  No.  201,  2703  North 
14th  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  (variety  store;  15 
employees). 

Philips  Department  Store,  No.  1, 4935  South 
24th  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  (department 
store;  85  employees). 

Philips,  Inc.,  No.  2,  4935  South  24th  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  (food  store;  61  employees). 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  40,  Main 
Street,  Boonevllle,  Mo.  (food  store;  24  em¬ 
ployees). 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  14,  Brookfield, 
Mo.  (food  store;  11  employees). 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  44,  Highway 
40  and  Garth,  Columbia,  Mo.  (food  store;  11 
employees) . 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  26,  Highway  54 
East,  Mexico,  Mo.  (food  store;  14  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  53,  114  South 
Williams  Street,  Moberly,  Mo.  (food  store; 
6  employees). 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  56,  409  John¬ 
son  Street,  Moberly,  Mo.  (food  store;  8  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  57,  319  North 
Morley,  Moberly,  Mo.  (food  store;  12  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

Temple  Stephens  Store,  No.  25,  Paris,  Mo. 
(food  store;  11  employees). 

Vounker  Brothers,  Inc.,  323  Main  Street, 
Ames,  Iowa  (department  store;  50  em¬ 
ployees). 

Tounker  Brothers,  Inc.,  Merle  Hay  Plaza, 
503  Merle  Hay  Plaza,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  (de¬ 
partment  store;  242  employees). 

Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  Seventh  and  Wal¬ 
nut  Streets,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  (department 
store;  1738  employees) . 

Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  Ninth  and  Central, 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  (department  store;  52 
employees). 

Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  Ill  East  Washing¬ 
ton,  Iowa  City,  Iowa  (department  store;  66 
employees) . 

Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  22-24  Main  Street 
East.,  Marshalltown,  Iowa  (department 
store;  57  employees) . 

Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  118  High  Street 
West,  Oskaloosa,  Iowa  (department  store;  19 
employees) . 


Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  129  East  Mn<n 
Street,  Ottumwa,  Iowa  (department  store;  45 
employees) . 

Younker  Brothers,  Inc.,  Fourth  and  Ne¬ 
braska  and  4th  and  Pierce,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
(department  store;  703  employees). 

Region  VIII 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  No.  739,  300  Plymouth 
Park,  Irving,  Tex.;  effective  4-20-64  to  9-2-64 
(variety  store;  42  employees). 

McLellan’s  Stores,  No.  546, 123  South  Chad- 
bourne,  San  Angelo,  Tex.;  effective  4-23-64  to 
9-2-64  (variety  store;  14  employees). 

Newberry  Rio  Grande,  Inc.,  No.  202,  201-15 
North  Stanton  Street,  El  Paso,  Tex.;  effective 
4-20-64  to  9-2-64  (variety  store;  114  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

The  following  certificates  were  issued 
to  establishments  coming  into  existence 
after  May  1, 1960,  under  paragraphs  (c), 
(d) ,  (g) ,  and  (h)  of  §  519.6  of  29  CFR 
Part  519.  The  certificates  permit  the 
employment  of  full-time  students  at 
rates  of  not  less  than  85  cents  an  hour 
in  the  classes  of  occupations  listed,  and 
provide  for  limitations  on  the  percent¬ 
age  of  full-time  student  hours  of  em¬ 
ployment  at  rates  below  $1.00  an  hour  to 
total  hours  of  employment  of  all  em¬ 
ployees.  The  percentage  limitations  vary 
from  month  to  month  between  the  mini¬ 
mum  and  maximum  figures  indicated. 

Atchison  Variety,  Inc.,  d/b/a  T.  G.  &  Y. 
Stores  Co.,  No.  314,  410  Commercial  Street, 
Atchison,  Kans.;  effective  5-1-64  to  9-2-64; 
clerk,  sales  clerk,  stock  clerk;  10  percent  for 
each  month  (variety  store;  11  employees). 

Greenwood  Food  Stores,  Inc.,  Springdale, 
Ark.;  effective  4-22-64  to  9-2-64;  sack  boys; 
between  6.5  percent  and  8.2  percent  (food 
store;  12  employees). 

K-Mart,  No.  4023,  K-Mart  Plaza,  2747 
Dunlven  Circle,  Amarillo,  Tex.;  effective  5- 
1-64  to  9-2-64;  sales  clerk;  between  3.5  per¬ 
cent  and  5.8  percent  (variety  store;  55 
employees) . 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  Sears  Town  Shopping 
Center,  1279  South  Missouri  Avenue,  Clear¬ 
water,  Fla.;  effective  4-22-64  to  0-2-64;  sales 
clerks;  between  9!5  percent  and  10  percent 
(variety  store;  29  employees). 

G.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  No.  300,  Kokomo  Mall, 
1718  East  Boulevard,  Kokomo,  Ind.;  effective 
6-1-64  to  9-2-64;  sales,  clerical,  stock  keep- 
'ing,  Janitorial;  10  percent  for  each  month 
(variety  store;  new  store). 

G.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  No.  301,  6735  Glen  Burnie 
Mall  NE„  Governor  Ritchie  Highway,  Glen 
Burnie,  Md.;  effective  4-27-64  to  0-2-64;  sales, 
clerical,  stock  keeping,  janitorial;  10  percent 
for  each  month  (variety  store;  63  employees) . 

G.  C.  Murphy  Co..  No.  71,  Mercerville  Shop¬ 
ping  Center,  State  Highway  Route  No.  33, 
Trenton,  N.J.;  effective  4-27-64  to  9-2-64; 
sales,  clerical,  stock  keeping,  janitorial;  10 
percent  for  each  month  (variety  store;  new 
store )  • 

G.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  No.  107,  Ballou  Park 
Shopping  Center,  643  West  Main  Street, 
Danville,  Va.;  effective  5-15-64  to  9-2-64; 
sales,  clerical,  stock  keeping,  janitorial;  be¬ 
tween  9.2  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  new  store). 

Parisian  Mercantile  Corp.,  205  Morley  Ave¬ 
nue,  Nogales,  Ariz.;  effective  5-1-64  to  9-2- 
64;  sales  clerks,  merchandise  markers,  gift 
wrappers,  stock -clerks;  between  1.4  percent 
and  6.7  percent  (department  store;  30 
employees)  . 

Plggly  Wiggly  Greenwood  Stores,  Inc., 
Siloam  Springs,  Ark.;  effective  4-22-64  to 
9-2-64;  sack  boys;  between  7.8  percent  and 
10  percent  (food  store;  7  employees). 

The  following  certificates  were  issued 
to  establishments  under  paragraph  (k)  01 
§  519.6  of  29  CFR  Part  519.  These  cer- 
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tlflcates  supplement  certificates  issued 
pursuant  to  other  paragraphs  of  that 
section,  but  do  not  authorize  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  full-thne  students  at  rates  below 
$1.00  an  hour  in  additional  occupations. 
The  certificates  contain  limitations  on 
the  percentage  of  full-time  student  hours 
of  employment  at  rates  below  $1.00  an 
hour  to  total  hours  of  employment  of 
all  employees.  The  additional  allow¬ 
ances  apply  to  the  specified  months  and 
vary  from  month  to  month  between 
the  minimum  and  maximum  figures 
indicated. 

O.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  No.  300,  Kokomo  Mall, 
1718  East  Boulevard,  Kokomo,  Ind.;  effective 
7-1-64  to  9-2-64;  between  1.0  percent  and 
0.2  percent  for  the  months  of  July  through 
September  (variety  store;  new  store) . 


O.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  No.  301,  6735  Glen  Burnie 
Mall  Northeast,  Governor  Ritchie  Highway, 
Glen  Burnie,  Md.;  effective  7-1-64  to  8-81- 
64;  between  1.3  percent  and  3.0  percent  for 
the  months  of  July  and  August  (variety 
store;  63  employees). 

G.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  No.  71,  Mercervllle 
Shopping  Center,  State  Highway  Route  No. 
33,  Trenton,  N.J.;  effective  7-1-64  to  9-2-64; 
between  2.7  percent  and  5.8  percent  for  the 
months  of  July  through  September  (variety 
store;  new  store). 

Each  certificate  has  been  issued  upon 
the  representations  of  the  employer 
which,  among  other  things,  were  that 
employment  of  full-time  students  at  spe¬ 
cial  minimum  rates  is  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for  em¬ 
ployment,  and  the  hiring  of  full-time 
students  at  special  minimum  rates  will 


not  tend  to  displace  full-time  employees. 
The  certificates  may  be  annulled  or  with¬ 
drawn,  as  indicated  therein,  in  the  man¬ 
ner  provided  in  Part  528  of  Title  29  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Any 
person  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  any 
of  these  certificates  may  seek  a  review 
or  reconsideration  thereof  within  fifteen 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  29  CFR  519.9. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  May  1964. 

Robert  G.  Gronewald, 
Authorized  Representative 
of  the  Administrator. 
[PJt.  Doc.  64-5071;  Plied,  May  20,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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